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Digests of Recent Opinions 


giNKING — SAVINGS AND) counterpart of N. J.S. A. 17:12A-| 


LOANS — JOINT ACCOUNTS | 
—The statutes giving title to} 
an account standing in the| 
names of two persons to the| 
survivor in the event of death | 
of one apply only where the} 
account states it is payable to| 
the survivor and not where it 
merely states that it is payable 
to either. | 
Digested from a per curiam |} 
inion rendered May 23, 1960. 
Supreme Court. Chary v. First | 
savings and Zeltner. For Zeltner | 
_Theodore E. B. Einhorn (Irwin 
K giser, atty). For plaintiff— | 
art A. Chary, pro se. 
Plaintiff as administrator of 
-he Estate of Madeline Morozan 
yed defendant Zeltner and the 
First Savings and Loan Ass’n to 
-equire Zeltner to pay over $2,500 
rawn by him from a mem- | 
nership account maintained in 
-he association in the name of 
line Morozon or Edward T. | 
and to require the as- 
to pay over the $2,500 
in the account. Zelt- 
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remaining $2,500. The as- | 
on interpleaded. | 
moved for summary 
as a matter of law 
he was entitled to 
$s on deposit by virtue of 
N 17:12A-48.3 and 
judge Collester denied the 
1 and after trial Judge Na- 
found that decedent had 
1 fact, made a gift of the| 
deposit and entered 
for plaintiff. Zeltner 
asserting the denial of 
tion for summary judg- 
$s erroneous. 
ng the motion, Judge 
pr held that a careful 
z of the statutes relied on 
that the “conclusive 
mption of an intent to vest 
uu€ to the money on deposit in 
ership account to a sur 
plies only where the 


tainc 
ns 
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S 49.1.| 


mo- 













ac- 
a provision that 
ath of one of the par- 
account shall then be 


t this was borne out by 
anatory statements ap- 

) the bills when they 
roduced; that the stat- 
solely to establish a 
€ presumption of vest- 

o the moneys in such 
int in a survivor when 
unt so stated; that the 
‘ere to overcome the 
lirements of the law 
the making of wills; 
account here did not 
Zuage stating that it 
le to the survivor, and 
€ motion is accordingly 













: Defendants motion for 
y Judgment was properly 
n addition to the rea- 
essed in Judge Colles- 
Pinion, N. J. S. A. 17:12A- 
49.1 should be read in 
_Materia with N. J. S. A. 
d 17:9A-218, the par- 
visions for joint accounts 
iking institutions. When 
«10 Was enacted in 1548 it 
“when a deposit has been 
Or shall be made with a 
8 institution in the names 
Persons, payable to either, 
‘€ to either or to the sur- 
’. In 1954 it was amend- 
tead “payable to either or 
Survivor ...”. The phrase 
to either” standing 
the 1948 statute was el- 
Clearly, the statute as 
iced Was not intended to 
‘0 Joint accounts not ex- 
a8 Survivorship accounts. 
Same day as the amend- 
the legislature enacted 
A. 46:37-1, which is the 
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49.1, for joint deposits “in the 
names of 2 persons, payable to 
either or to the survivor, or pay- 
able to either and the survivor. .” 
Here again it is made clear the 
provision has no application to 
accounts not expressly made 
survivorship accounts. The only 
operative difference between per- 
tinent language of these statutes 
and the statutes here involved 
is that language is inserted in 
the latter to cover accounts in 
which more than two persons 
have an interest. 


Since N. J. S. A. 17:12A-48.3 


|and 49.1 are not applicable here, | 


it is not necessary to consider 
plaintiff’s attack on the constitu- 
tionality thereof. 

Affirmed. 


Opinions Approved For 
Publication 


May 24 to 30, 1960 
NOTE: Copies of the opinions listed 
below are sent to each county law 
library. Any member of the bar may 
secure a copy of the opinion in any 
particular case, without charge, by 
writing to the Clerk of the Supreme 
Court, State House Arnex, Trenton. 
SUPREME COURT 
Appeals — None 


ed — None 


SUPERIOR COURT 
APPELLATE DIVISION 
In re Schedule filed by Hacken- 
sack Water Co. (A-73-58, decided 
May 24, 1960) 
Affirmed decision Bd. 


by of 


| Pub. Util. Com’rs. on application 
| ° ° ° 
to establish rates allowing credit 


as operating expenses to appel- 
lant water company for payment 
of 55.6% of total operating 
charges of a N. Y. reservoir own- 
ed by appellant’s wholly owned 
N. Y. subsidiary, following re- 
mand by this court for additional 
findings and conclusions, 57 N. J. 
Super. 180. Allowance made is 
that for the minimum payment 
appellant is obliged to pay for 
reservoir’s operating costs under 
contract formula rather than the 
maximum 95% it is presently 
paying. Board’s decision that 
fixed charges are more properly 
related to overall capacity of re- 
servoir and the ultimate benefits 
to each party than to present use 
is entirely reasonable. 

Landy v. Bellmawr Sewerage 
Auth. (A-762-58, decided May 20, 
1960) 

Full digest on page 
Perth Amboy Dry Dock Co. v. 
Empire Petroleum Co. (A-188-59, 
decided May 20, 1960) 

Full digest on page 3 
McKenzie v. Brixite Mfg. Co. (A- 
120-59, decided May 24, 1960) 

Full digest on page 2. 


SUPERIOR COURT 
LAW DIVISION 
State v. La Fera et als (Essex Co., 
iv., Indict. No. 3805, decided 
May 19, 1960) 


Ordered State to elect on which 
of two counts of indictment to 
proceed, with notice that once 
defendants are put in jeopardy 
other count will be dismissed. 
There can be no justification for 
splitting one conspiracy, a single 
offense and single wrongful act, 
into two counts. First count 
charged the five defendants with 
conspiracy to obstruct adminis- 
tration of laws dealing with pub- 
lic bidding in contracts to be let 
by Passaic Valley Sewerage 
Comm'rs. by agreeing in advance 
of bidding which companies 
would bid and in what amount. 
Second count charged the five 
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(Continued on page 9, col. 1) 


Scope of Owner's Duty 
To Provide Safe Place 
To Work Reviewed 


The New York Supreme Court, 
|in an opinion by Justice Harry 
B. Frank reviewed the law as to 
|the extent or scope of a land- 
| owner's duty to provide a safe 
|place for employees of an in- 
|dependent contractor to work 
and held that there is no geo- 
| graphical formula which can be 
used to delineate the “place of 
| work” and that the physical facts 
of each case must necessarily be 
|determinative. In the case be- 
fore the court the plaintiffs, em- 
ployees of an independent con- 
tractor engaged by defendant to 
paint its subway station, were 
injured in a fall from scaffolding 
owned and erected by the con- 
tractor on which they were 
| working, when the scaffolding 
was jolted by a passenger com- 
ing through the area. 





Rejecting the defendant’s con- 
| tention that the place of work 
|was the scaffolding and that it 
was not liable for the injury be- 
cause it owed no duty with refer- 
lence to the scaffolding, Judge 
|Frank made the above ruling, 
|}and held further that the duty 
|of the owner extended to the 
| entire mezzanine area around the 
caffolding which the em- 


|S on 


| Petitions for Certification Grant- | Ployees were working. 


The basic he stated, is 
that an occupant of land owes 
to the servants of an independ- 
}ent contractor, employed to do 
work thereon, the duty to exer- 
|cise ordinary care to render the 
| premises reasonably safe for the 
performance of the work. Recog- 
nizing that judicial refinements 
have excluded from the general 
area for which the owner is lia- 
ble apparatus or equipment, 
such as scaffolding, supplied by 
the independent contractor and 
also that the owner is not liable 
for an area turned over to the 
independent contractor and sole- 
ly within the contractor’s control, 
the court here found that de- 
fendant had not surrendered 
control to contractor over 
the part of the premises 
volved but continued to carry 
on its business therein, and that 
the proximate cause of the ac- 
cident was not a defect in the 
equipment, but rather an unsafe 
condition external to the equip- 
}ment and on the _ owner’s 
premises. “Whether the area 
around the scaffolding be con- 
sidered ‘an approach’ to the 
‘place of work’, or a part of the 
‘place of work’ itself, it is clear”, 
said the court, “that under the 
circumstances where de- 
fendant retained control of that 
area, it had the duty to exercise 
reasonable care to make that 
area reasonably safe for the em- 
ployees”’. 

The decision rendered in 
Godulas v. N. Y. City Transit. 


ABA Membership Up 
5,173 In 10 Months 


Chicago — The American Bar 
| Association said today the addi- 
| tion of 5,173 new members during 
the past 10 months has raised 
' the total membership to an all- 
time high of 97,206. 


This represents an increase of 
/more than 76 per cent in Assoc- 
|iation members during the past 
| five years. 


| In 24 states 50 per cent of the 
| practicing lawyers and judges 
|are ABA members. The percent- 
jage is even higher in many 
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| states. In Nevada, for example, 
more than 93 per cent are mem- 
| bers of the Association. 


in- | 


Institute 


Model Penal Code provisions giv- 
en tentative approval; capital- 
gains tax changes debated; Re- 
statements of Torts, 
and Foreign Relations discussed. 


A much narrower definition of 
kidnapping, elimination of the 
“impossibility” defense in at- 
tempt prosecutions, a reduction 
of the list of objectives that will 
support criminal conspiracy 
charges, and a dual ordinary-in- 
come, capital-gain treatment for 
sales of certain assets were 
among the innovations pro- 
posed by the American Law In- 
stitute last week. The Institute 
was convened in Washington, 
D. C., for its 37th Annual Meet- 
ing. 
| The reporters for the Institute’s 
|Model Penal Code — Professor 
Herbert Wechsler of Columbia 
University School of Law and 
Professor Louis B. Schwartz of 
the University of Pennsylvania 
Law School — presented three 
tentative drafts to the member- 
ship for consideration. Tenta- 

















Golden Heads Middlesex 
County Bar 


Daniel L. Golden was elected 


president of the Middlesex 
County Bar Association at its 
annual meeting last week, to 


succeed Samuel Kaplan. Among 
other officers elected with him 
were Hon. Aldona E. Appleton, 
First V.P.; Warren W. Wilentz, 
|Second V. P. and Ab. L. Motolin- 
| sky, Third V. P. 

| David Goldsmith, Samuel Ad- 
|ler, Edward J. Santoro and Al- 
bert C. Barclay, were elected 
trustees of the association. Sam- 
| uel Kaplan, immediate past pres- 
{ident of the County association, 
| David Pavlovsky, president of 
ithe Perth Amboy Bar Ass’n and 
Peter D. Campbell, president of 
| the New Brunswick Bar Ass’n, 
| Will serve on the Board of Trus- 
| tees ex Officio. 

The new officers were installed 





dent of the N. J. State Bar Asso- 
|ciation, and a presentation on 
| behalf of the Middlesex Bar was 
| made to Mr. Kaplan by Mr. Gol- 
den. 

(Pictures on page seven) 


New Grants To Aid 
World Peace Through 
Law Program 


Chicago — The American Bar 
Association announced that two 
new grants totaling $550,000 have 
been allocated for the support of 
its World Peace Through Law 
program by the Ford Foundation 
and the International Coopera- 
tion Administration. 

A $350,000 Ford Foundation 
grant will be used to help fin- 
ance “a series of international 
regional conferences of lawyers 
to advance the rule of law among 
nations.” The grant was made 
to the American Bar Foundation, 
legal research organization. 

The International Cooperation 
Administration advised the ABA 
that it has earmarked $200,000 
for a grant to support the work 
of the Association’s special Com- 
mittee on World Peace Through 
Law. 

The 12-man committee has 
been doing preliminary ground- 
work for regional conferences to 
be held in Europe, Africa, Asia 
and South America. The regional 
meetings would precede a pro- 
posed world conference of law- 





yers to be held in 1961 or 1962. 


Conflicts, | 


Highlights of American Law 


Meeting 


tive Draft No. 10 deals with what 
the Model Code calls “inchoate 
crimes”; Tentative Draft No. 11, 
with kidnapping, arson, burglary, 
robbery, forgery, and offenses in- 
volving bodily injury; and Ten- 
tative Draft No. 12, with long- 
term imprisonment and the ad- 
ministration of the prison sys- 
tem. 

During the discussions of Sec- 
tion 5.01, Criminal Attempt, a 
number of objections to the defi- 
nition of attempts persuaded 
Professor Wechsler that further 
consideration should be given to 
this section. However, no objec- 
tions were expressed to the elim- 
ination of impossibility as a de- 
fense. In giving their reasons for 
the proposed change, the Report- 
ers pointed out that the law of 
attempts “is concerned not only 
with preventative arrest, but also 
with manifestations of danger- 
ous character.” Yet many of the 
reported cases sustaining the de- 
fense have involved situations in 
which (1) criminal purpose has 
been clearly demonstrated, (2) 
the actor has gone as far as he 
could in implementing that pur- 
pose, and (3) as a result, the ac- 
tor’s “dangerousness”’ is plainly 
manifested. 

To accomplish the change the 
Institute thinks should be made, 
the Model Code provides for the 
punishment of anyone who “pur- 
posely engages in conduct which 
would constitute the crime if the 
attendant circumstances were as 
he believes them to be.” Louisi- 
ana is the only state that pres- 
ently has such a rule, but pre- 
liminary drafts of the new Wis- 
consin Criminal Code take the 
same position. 

Conspiracy 

Although two significant 
changes were proposed, little con- 
troversy arose at the meeting 
over the definition of criminal 
conspiracy in Section 5.03 of the 
Model Code. First of all, only con- 
spiracies to commit crimes are 
made punishable. In other words 
it will no longer be possibl 
punish conspiracies for th 
complishment of a purpos 
the judge happens to t 
against the public interest, 
would not be a crime if carried 
out by an individual. As an illus- 
tration of the type of activity 
that will now be excluded from 
this part of the criminal law, the 
Reporters cited the early con- 
demnation of labor unions 
criminal conspiracies. 

The second major change in 
the law of conspiracy is a pro- 
posal that liability be based on 
the actor’s agreement with an- 
other, rather than on mutual 
agreement. This “unilateral” ap- 
proach to the crime directs at- 
tention to each individual’s, ra- 
ther than the entire group's, cul- 
pability, and makes it possible 
for a court to convict some de- 
fendants in a conspiracy case 
and yet acquit others. 

Another change given tenta- 
tive approval was Section 5.03 
(5)’s elimination of the “overt 
act” element when the criminal 
objective is a felony of the first 
or second degree. 

With regard to both attempts 
and conspiracies, the Model Code 
adopts a new approach in grad- 
ing the offense for purposes of 
punishment. Section 5.05(1) pro- 
vides that any attempt, solicita- 
tion, or conspiracy is a crime of 
the same grade and degree as 
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DIGESTS OF RECENT OPINIONS 





MUNICIPAL LAW — PUBLIC 
UTILITIES — Under the Sew- 
erage Authorities Law, rates or 
charges must be uniform for 
the same use, must be based on 
type, class and amount of sew- 
erage, and cannot be based on 
user’s location or extent to 
which different sections will 
benefit from _ installation of 
necessary physical properties. 
Digested from a per curiam 

opinion rendered May 24, 1960. 

Appellate Div. Landy v. Bellmawr. 

For appellant — W. Louis Bossle 

(Carl H. Auerbach, atty). 
Defendant sewerage authority 

appeals from a judgment declar- 

ing that the sewer rates estab- 
lished by it are not fair, just, un- 
iform and equitable and in ac- 
cordance with N. J.S. A. 40:14A- 
8, and ordering it to reschedule 
rates in conformity with the 
statute. The controversy arises 
over the fact that one section 
serviced had been previously 
sewered and the cost thereof 
borne by the home owners in that 
section. The remaining area had 
been unsewered, was sewered by 
defendant and the money there- 
for obtained by a bond issue. 
On the theory that “one man 
should not be required to pay for 
another’s benefit”, defendant 
proposed a $40 service charge in 
sewered area and $66 in the pre- 
viously unsewered area. The 
question is whether the defend- 
ant correctly exercised its dis- 
cretion in applying to the Sew- 
erage Authorities Law the phil- 
osophy of local assessments, or 
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whether all users of the ‘system; 
old as well as new, must pay for 
the new improvements uniform- 
ly regardless of individual bene- 
fit. 

Held: The power of defendant 
to fix rates and service charges 
is set forth in Section 8(b) of 
the Sewerage Authorities Law. It 
provides that the rates charge 
“being in the nature of use or 
service charges, shall as nearly 
as the sewerage authority shall 
deem practicable and equitable 
be uniform throughout the dis- 
trict for the same type, class 
and amount of use or service” 
and may be based on consump- 
tion of water, number of outlets, 
“or on any other factors determ- 
ining the type, class and amount 
of use or service of the sewerage 
system ... and may give weight 


UNSATISFIED JUDGMENT 
FUND LAW — INTEREST — 
The judgment creditor is not 
entitled to interest from the 
Unsatisfied Judgment Fund for 
the period from the date of en- 
try of the judgment against 
the uninsured to the date of 
filing an application for an or- 
der requiring the Fund to pay. 


Digested from an opinion by 
Kolovsky, A. J. S. C. rendered 
May 27, 1960. Passaic County 
Court. Lindsay v. Boles. For 
plaintiff — Joseph J. Cappa. For 
Unsatisfied Judgment Fund — 
David D. Furman, Atty. Gen. 
|Theodore I. Botter, Dep. Atty. 
|Gen. of counsel. Charles J. Kah- 
| waty, assigned counsel. 
| The issue is whether the Un- 
| Satisfied Claim and Judgment 
|Fund is liable for interest on a 
| judgment secured against an un- 





to the characteristics of the sew-|insured operator of a motor ve- 
erage and other wastes and any|hicle from the date of the judg- 
other special matter affecting | ment to the date of the applica- 


the cost of treatment and dis-|tion for an order directing the 


WORKMEN’S COMPENSATION 
—An instigator or participant 
in a skylarking incident is not 
by virtue of N. J. S. A. 34:15-7.1 
debarred from compensation, 
but does have the burden of 
establishing by a preponder- 
ance of the probabilities that 
the act of skylarking, consid- 
ering the nature, time and 
place, was not such as could 
be said to be a consequential 
deviation from the course of 
employment. 

—“Goosing” of fellow employee 
with intent to molest him, with 
knowledge of his sensitivity, 


pattern of such conduct, is a 
significant departure from the 


ing the instigator of com- 
pensation for resulting injur- 
ies, particularly where the 
practice was not engaged in at 
the place and under the cir- 
cumstances present. 
Digested from an opinion by 
Foley, J. A. D. rendered May 27, 


and as part of a continuous | 


course of employment depriv- | 





posal thereof, including chlor- 
ine demand...” 

Rate classification according to 
location of the user, though per- 
haps equitable, was beyond the 
statutory power of the author- 
ity. The clear import of the stat- 
ute is that rates and fees are “in 
the nature of use or _ service 
charges”. The determination of 
rates is to be made with rela- 
tion to the factors expressly 
stated in the statute, all of which 
relate to the amount or charac- 
teristics of the sewage treated 
in the system. And the rates “for 
the same type, class and amount 
of use or service’ shall be uni- 
form ‘as nearly as the author- 
ity shall deem practicable and 
equitable.” 

Defendant points to the “prac- 
ticable and equitable” qualifica- 
tion. But that phrase does not, 
in the context of the section as a 
whole, bespeak an intention to 
infuse the concept of special as- 
sessments. The unmistakable di- 
rection is to classify according 
to the use made of the system, 
and equitable considerations per- 
mit discretion only to the extent 
that a question of use or service 
is presented. There is no room 
for discrimination on the basis 
of what sections will benefit 
from the installation of neces- 
sary physical properties. When 
the legislature deemed cost of 
installation to be an appropriate 
factor in the fixing of rates, as in 
the Municipal Utilities Authori- 
ties Law, it so provided. The 
rates must be uniform for the 
same use. 

Affirmed. 
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|Fund to pay the judgment and! 1960. Appellate Div. McKenzie v. | 
costs. | Brixite. For petitioner — Fred | 

Held: A judgment creditor is | Feinberg (Solomon B. Borsky, | 
[entitled to interest from the|atty). For respondent — Isidor | 


|judgment debtor on the judg- | Kalisch. | 
ment from the date thereof un-| Petitioner was awarded judg- | 
til it is paid. And this same lia- | ment in the Division, which was | 
bility is usually recognized in an| affirmed by the County Court. | 


automobile liability policy. But | Respondent appeals. eae 
the Fund was not intended to| Petitioner testified that as he | 
be nor is it a liability insurer nor | Passed a fellow employee, John- | 
a substitute for an automobile | Son, who was engaged in scraping | 
liability policy. |/hot asphalt from a bucket, he | 
a : | touched Johnson on the shoulder | 

The issue involved is one of| A 
statutory construction. It has not | - hereupon trey niger eo | 
been judicially determined pre- | and struck him on the arm wi | 
viously and there has been no the result that the hot scraper 


; Anes burned him. Respondent’s ver- | 
Uniform Administrative usage by | -. pat aes 4 } 
the Fund which might be used sion, sustained by the evidence | 


as an aid to statutory i ae found as a fact by the two} 
tion Re Se eee z | courts below, was that petitioner | 
rae = had “goosed” Johnson. Further, | 

The only reference to “inter-| there was testimony that “goos- 
est” in the Act is in the sections ing” was a common practice in 
relating to the m aximum| various parts of the plant, that | 
amounts which the fund may be | management was aware of the 
required to pay, for example/ practice and took no measures 
“$10,000, exclusive of interest and/tg terminate it, but that it 
costs on account of injury to, Or|was not indulged in at the| 
death of a person”, and in the | place where the event here 
section requiring the judgment | occurred nor at any other 
debtor to repay the State Treas- | place where the men were work- 
urer the amount paid with inter-|ing with hot asphalt or were | 
est at 4% from the date of such | going other work likely to en- | 


83 N. J. L. J. Index Page 99) 


ture intended also to foreclose , 
participant in skylarking fro, 


any rights under the Act. Rather 
the failure to include the ing: 
gator or participant wit! 
amnesty of N. J.S. A. 34:1 
indicative of a legislative in: 
tion that such persons we 
be left in status quo. Howeye, 
the enactment does display - 
legislative policy to dist 
between the rights of a 
and a participant in sky] 

Neither the Martin case py, 
the Secor case, relied on by +. 
spondent, are apposite for ; 
each of these cases there wa; - 
work connected contributi 
tor to the incident and, 
Secor case additionally th 
ation was not deliberate ar; 
| conscious but “momentary or in. 
| pulsive”’. 
| Since the legislature has places 
| Skylarking situations in a s; 
| category, the 
|should give recognition to 
|policy which the legislatic 
| fects. Implicit is a dis 
the instigator or parti 
claimant in a general sense. With 
this in mind, the burden res 
firmly on such a claimant to ¢ 
tablish by a prepondera 
probabilities that the act o 
larking, considering the 
time and place, was not s 
could be said to be a consequer- 
tial deviation from the course «: 
employment. 

Petitioner here did not affirm. 
atively accept this burden. 4H: 
portrayed the incident as an ir. 
nocent tap on the shoulder. Had 
this been so there would be x: 
hesitancy in affirming the award 
since the act then would no 
have been reflective of an intez: 
on his part to depart from th 
course of his employment 
such was not the casé 
mischievous act purp 
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| mitted with the intenti 


lesting Johnson whose sensitivin 
to what was done was known: 
petitioner. Moreover, Was 3 
part of a continuous pattern 3 
the same conduct toward Johr- 


|son and viewed in this perspec- 


tive may be said to be signifi- 
cant departure from the course 
of petitioner’s employment, par- 
ticularly because it was commit: 














payment. 
pay $10,000 exclusive of interest 


the Fund may be required to pay 


ment or from the date specified 
in the order directing payment 
}out of the Fund. 


That interest is payable only 
from the date specified for pay- 
|ment in the order directing pay- 
|ment finds support in the gen- 
|eral rule applicable to interest 
| payments by governmental agen- 
| cies. Even where there has been 
}an improper withholding of funds 
| by a governmental agency, in- 
| terest is payable by the agency 
| only when a statute imposes that 
| obligation. Moreover, here there 





|ing of moneys by the Fund. The 
|Fund Law authorizes the Fund 
to pay a judgment plaintiff only 
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|after the uninsured has failed 
|to pay and all efforts at collec- 
tion have been exhausted. Fur- 
| ther, the statute imposes condi- 
tions precedent that must be sat- 
| isfied by the claimant before the 
| liability of the Fund attaches. 
| Performance of these conditions 
Hing take time, but no time limit 


is fixed and no control over such 
time is given to the Fund. 

The basic statutory purpose, as 
| well as the factors mentioned, 
| militate against plaintiff’s claim 
that the Fund is required to pay 


ment to the filing of the applica- 
tion for an order requiring the 
Fund to pay. There was no de- 


payment was entered. 
Interest dissallowed. 





|has been no improper withhold- | 


for proceeding against the Fund | 


; interest from the entry of judg- | 


tention of a debt, for the Fund’s | 
obligation to pay did not come | 
into being until the order for 


|danger the victim or instigator 


The fact that the Fund may/of skylarking. Further there was} was disruptive of work 


|evidence that petitioner was 


| that petitioner had engaged in 


|was not so molested by his fel- 
low employees. 
| Held: Respondent first argues 


ithat since N. J. S. A. 34:15-7.1| 


grants compensation for injuries 
| suffered by a nonparticipant in 
|skylarking, it evinces an inten- 
|tion to and does debar instigat- 
ors or participants in skylarking 
from the benefits of the Act. But 
the Act is to be liberally con- 
strued and an intent to exclude a 
class of persons from its cover- 
age unless. explicitly stated 
should not be assumed. The stat- 
ute relied on emphasizes an in- 
jtent to rectify the injustice of 
| withholding compensation from 
| the innocent victim of the spor- 
| tive act of another whether or 
;not such act was part of a prac- 
| tice of which the employer knew 





| Or should have Known. But it/! 


| does not follow that the Legisla- 


|ted with full knowledgs 1 


|both his victim and h 


is a legislative recognition that laware of Johnson's sensitivity, | the very least it was petit 


| obligation to prove that t! 


interest, but the question remains|such horseplay on other occa-/| ployer had countenanced 4 
from what date such interest is|sions, and that when Johnson|mon practice of which t 
payable — from the date of judg- | was working with hot asphalt he|tiular act was a part at 2 


ie the plant and under 


stances such as were th $ 
jent. The petitioner did not & 
so and made no effort to coun 
tervail respondent’s te 
that when Johnson w: 
with hot asphalt his fellow «= 
ployees put the place where + 
worked in “quarantine.” 

The proofs failed to 
that petitioner’s inju 
sustained “in the cour 
employment. Rather 
finds they were the result 
act which was completely | 



















Reversed. ; 

Sullivan, J. A. D. dissenting 
holds the act was a mon y 
impulsive and incon 
deviation and hence tn 
cident arose in the course 9: 
ployment. 
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DIGESTS OF RECENT OPINIONS 


4pPEAL — An Appellate court | 
“should not disturb a trial| 
court's finding of fact unless | 
it is “well satisfied” that the} 
finding is a mistaken one. 
JURISDICTION — CONFLICTS | 
Pendency of an in rem ad-| 
miralty action in the federal 


court does not bar a subse-|. . 


quent action in the _ state 
court in personam based on the 
same claim; the in personam 
action is a remedy saved to 


| was signed by a real estate brok- | 
er who was a director of defend- 
ant bank and also signed “Ap- 
proved. Louis Graff Emanuel 
Lerman”. Lerman, Graff and Mrs. 
Lerman are the sole stockholders 
and officers of Looman. The 
bank, for some undisclosed rea- 
son, subsequently decided to sell 
to another purchaser. 
Defendant answered raising 
several defenses and moved for 
summary judgment. The trial 
court granted defendant’s mo- 
tion holding the offer was insuf- 


ment. The federal court has no 
jurisdiction over this latter ac- 
tion and did not acquire such 
jurisdiction by the pendency of 
the admiralty action. The very 
statute which gives the federal 
court exclusive jurisdiction in 
admiralty saves “. . . to suitors 
. all remedies to which they 
are otherwise entitled ...” The 
common law action on the check 
is such a remedy saved to plain- 
tiff and the state court has jur- 





isdiction in spite of the pending 
admiralty proceedings. 
Affirmed. 


the suitor by the federal stat- 


te. 
faite from a per curiam 
nion rendered May 24, 1960. 
4 ate Div. Perth Amboy v. 
empire. For appellant — Jerome 
c. Eisenberg (Clapp & Eisenberg, 
s. Joseph B. Kirsten on the 
For respondent — Elias A. | 
Wilentz, Goldman, Spit- 
ills, attys). 

iff sued on a check for 
and after trial without a 
judgment therefor. De- | 
it appeals contending the 
n below is contrary to the 









STATUTE OF FRAUDS—AGEN- 
CY — A memorandum evidenc- 


tifies an agent, is sufficient to 
identify the principal within 






der case overruled. 
—An agreement signed by one 


Ss 


o 


Plaint 








36.600 






by the principal. 


ing an agreement, which iden- | 


the Statute of Frauds: Follen- | 


as agent for a principal but | 
not identifying the principal is | 
sufficient under the Statute of | 
Frauds and may be enforced | 


ficient to satisfy the Statute of 


|Frauds, R,S. 25:1-5(d) in that 
|“on its face it discloses that a 
| party signing it is signing in a 


representative capacity as agent 
but fails to disclose the identity 
of his principal” citing Follender 


v. Schwartz, 107 N. J. Eq. 451 
(E. & A. 1930). 

Graff and Lerman then filed 
|an identical suit as individual 


| plaintiffs. Defendant, before an- 
swer, moved for summary judg- 
ment in this second suit and the 
motion was granted on the 
ground the prior suit litigation, 
jin which Graff and Lerman had 






)f the evidence and that 
J. S. District Court had ac- 
exclusive jurisdiction over 
th bject matter prior to the 
institution of this suit. 

The $6,600 was allegedly due 
pairing defendant’s ship. | 
nstitution of this action, 
had libelled the vessel | 
ilty in the U. S. District 
id defendant had posted | 
ond in excess of $6,600 to se- 
ure a release of the vessel. The 
action is still pending. | 
ties are New Jersey cor- 














Held: The appellate a 
nould not disturb the trial] 
t's finding of fact unless it is | 
sfied that the finding is 
en one. The court here 
is not “well satisfied” that the 
trial judge erred in finding de- 
fendant owed the amount of the 
<. The issue was one of fact 

resolution depended 
yn the judge’s evaluation | 
credibility of the witness- 
us viewed, the evidence 
supports the conclusion 
1ed. 
lit in the federal court | 
in admiralty, in rem. The 
in the state court is in 
for a general judg- 

























| —Where agent signs in a repre- | 


|in a written offer made allegedly | parent parties is signing as an 


AGENCY — Where an agent) signed affidavits that they had 
signs on behalf of a partly dis-| been acting for Looman, consti- 
closed principal, whether the| tuted an estoppel in that they 
agent is a party to the contract | were taking a position inconsist- 
depends on the intention of the | ent with that which was taken 
parties executing the contract.| in the Looman suit. 

Plaintiffs appealed. 
sentative capacity but without; Held: The basis of the Follen- 
revealing his principal’s ident- | der holding and that of the court 
ity, and does not expressly dis-| below was that the contracts 
claim liability, parties are at | were required to be in writing 
least rebuttably presumed to} and that since the memorandum 
have intended that the agent! identified one of the parties as 
be a full party to the contract.}an agent without naming his 
Digested from an opinion by| principal, an essential element 

Burling, J., rendered May 23, 1960. | was lacking from the writings, to 

Supreme Court. Looman v. Broad | wit, the identity of the parties. 

St. Bank. For appellants — Na-/|In Follender it was held where 

than N. Schildkraut (Kahn,! the contract on its face appears 

Schildkraut & Levy, attys.) For|to be between two parties who 

respondent — John J. Connell| are named therein, it may be en- 

(Wicoff & Lanning, attys). |forced and proof aliunde may 
Plaintiff Looman Realty Corp.| be introduced as to the principal 

sued for specific performance of|if one of the parties in truth 

an alleged agreement for sale of | acted as an agent. But where the 
defendant’s building contained | writing discloses one of the ap- 


| 
| 


by plaintiff and allegedly accept- | agent for an undisclosed princi- 
ed by resolution of the defend-/ pal, then it does not conform to 





ant. The offer, which was made|the requirements of the statute 
after prior meeting and confer-|of frauds. The Follender rule is 
ence, stated it was ‘from a com-/| applied in many jurisdictions but 
pany owned by Mr. Louis Graff) it has at times been considered 
and Mr. Emanuel Lerman” and | and rejected and has been criti- 





|cized. The rule appears to be| 
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in logic and pol- | 


| without support 
| icy. 
Where the signer acts as agent | 
for an undisclosed principal and | 
;the other party has no notice | 
thereof, the agreement is en-| 
forceable and can be enforced by | 
or against the principal. The rea- | 
{son is that an agent acting for | 
an undisclosed principal is him- | 
| self a party to the contract and | 
is liable on it and the Statute of | 
| Frauds is therefore satisfied. The | 
principal’s identity may be later 
revealed by parol evidence inas- | 
much as the effect of such evi- | 
dence would not be to vary the} 
| terms of the contract, since the 
agent is yet a party, but merely 
| to add an additional party. The | 


An important asset? 


: parol evidence rule allowing evi- | 


dence of an undisclosed principal | 
is sound and such evidence is 
equally reliable when offered in 
a situation where the agent ex- | 
pressly acts in a representative | 
capacity. Since the contract is 
enforceable by the principal in | 
the former case, it should be en- | 
forceable by him in the latter. | 
The better rule, therefore, is that 
a memorandum evidencing the} 
agreement which identifies an | 
agent is sufficient to identify the | 
principal, and that rule is adopt- 
ed. The rule of the Follender case 
is rejected. 

The signatures of Graff and 
Lerman even if made in a repre- 
sentative capacity are an identi- 
fication of this principal suffic- 
ient to satisfy the Statute of 
Frauds. The summary judgment 
in the Looman case is therefore 
reversed and the cause remanded 
for trial. 

Where an agent acts for a dis- 
closed principal, the principal, 


fs 


CoMPANY 














Randall Tells Peace Through Law Proposal 


Would Train New Nations’ 
Lawyers 


Pertland, Ore. (ACCN) — The 
road to world peace through law 
is a difficult but not impossible 
one, John D. Randall, president 
of the American Bar Association, 
told members attending the Pac- 
ific Northwest Regional meeting. 

In his address, “World Peace 
Through Law: “An Attainable 
Goal,” delivered at the opening 
session Monday morning, Ran- 
dall outlined a plan by which 
lawyers from newly emerging na- 
tions might be trained for their 
new responsibilities. 

Stating his belief “that there 
may be a field of action which we 
have neglected,” — agrarian re- 
form — Randall suggested a con- 











not the agent, is liable on the 
contract. Nevertheless, the agent 
acting for a disclosed principal 
may agree with the other party 
that the agent also will be a par- 
ty to the contract. Where an 
agent acts for an undisclosed 
principal, he is a party to the 
contract whether he intended 
this result or not and the princi- 
pal, if discovered, may also be a 
party. And it has also been held 
that the agent of a partly dis- 
closed principal, i.e. where the 
other party knows the agent is 
acting in behalf of another but 
the identity of the principal is 
not known, is a party to the con- 
tract in the absence of agree- 
ment to the contrary. It appears 
that in the partly disclosed prin- 
cipal situation, whether the agent 
is or is not a party to the con- 
tract depends on the intention 
of the parties executing the con- 
tract and if the writing is am- 
biguous on this point, other evi- 





dence may be introduced to clar- | 


ify the parties intention. It is 
generally held, however, that an 
agent who signs in a representa- 
tive capacity but without reveal- 
ing his principal’s identity, un- 
less he expressly disclarms liabil- 
ity, intends to make himself a 
party to the contract even 
though it appears that he is act- 
ing in another’s behalf. In this 


| situation, it is the agent’s credit 


which is important, not that of 


|the unknown principal, and it 


may be presumed the parties 
themselves, in the absence of a 





definite showing to the contrary, | 


|so intended. Such is rebuttably 


presumed to be the case. 


In the instant case it is not | 


clear whether Graff and Lerman 
are parties to the alleged con- 


tract capable of suing thereon. | 


The situation requires evidence 
of the circumstances to elucidate 
the intention of the parties. The 
summary judgment in the sec- 
ond case was therefore also er- 
roneous. 

Reversed and remanded costs 
to abide the event. 


tribution American lawyers 
should make in that area. 

In the world today, he said, 
new nations are developing, some 
through the far-sighted colonial 
practices of other countries, oth- 
ers by revolutions against colon- 
ial power, and still others by 
self-liberation from _ dictator- 
ships. 

He pointed out that while the 
problem of democratic land re- 
form is a complicated one, agra- 
rian reform becomes very simple 
if brought about by revolution— 
the property is seized without 
compensation. 

Noting that the more involved 
democratic way requires the aid 
and assistance of technicians, 
Randall said, “High ideals are 
not enough.” 

“It is for this reason that I 
have proposed to the board of 
directors of the American Bar 
Foundation that it begin a study 
as to the feasibility of organizing 
an institute to discuss the legal 
techniques involved in land re- 
form under the rule of law.” 

Randall explained that the 
Foundation would not advise as 
to the feasibility of land reform 
nor would it propose the Ameri- 
can or Anglo-Saxon approach. It 
would, however, point out the 
road that Americans have follow- 
ed but would not at the same 
time insist that every nation 
seeking such advice should fol- 
low that particular path. 

“Eventually this offer of ad- 
vice should deal with other legal 
problems developing in the new 
nations,” he said. “It could lead 
to a series of educational insti- 
tutes, sponsored in the United 
States, to which leaders of the 
bar of many of the new nations 
of the world could be invited.” 
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THURSDAY, JUNE 2, 1960 


EVIDENCE REVISION — A LEGISLATIVE 
ACHIEVEMENT 


. the good is oft interred with their bones.” 

It is sometimes said of legislatures — and this is not confined 
to New Jersey — that they receive attention only when they are 
criticized, and that their good works go unnoticed. 

The truth of that observation may be debatable, but it certainly 





should not be true of the recent passage by the Legislature of “The | 


Evidence Act, 1960” (Senate No. 73; Assembly No. 106). Approved by 
both Houses without a single dissenting vote, 
achievement of which the 1960 Legislature can well be proud, 
for which it deserves the highest commendation. 

The subject of the Act is not likely to attract much public 
interest — yet it is one in which the public has the greatest inter- 
est, for it holds the promise of another great step forward in 
improving the administration of justice. Its enactment chalks up 
another “first” for New Jersey, making it the first state to take 
action on the tireless labors begun by Dean Wigmore, and then 
carried forward by Eg_mund M. Morgan and John M. Maguire, by 
American Law Institute with its Model Code, and by the 
National Conference with its Proposed Uniform Rules, 
New Jersey’s Act is built. 

Much remains to be done, but the passage of the Act provides 
means. Sponsored and supported by both parties in both 
Houses, it is proof that the legislative process is indeed capable 
of excellent and statesmanlike performance. This is particularly 
true here because the subject was one which had been delicate, due 
o the inherent problem of jurisdiction as between the legislative 


and 


the 


the 


and judicial branches. 
Thus, instead of the conflict and wasteful litigation which 
some had feared, the Legislature has produced a sound and 


practical solution based on common participation and cooperation 
by all three branches of government, while in no way impairing 
the duties and powers with which each is charged or entrusted 
by the Constitution. 

This excellent performance, in which the search for a solution 
was the paramount effort, marks a standard which, if followed in 
the future with respect to many other matters of public concern 
now pending, would give New Jersey one of the best legislative 


systems in the land. 
CRISIS IN EDUCATION: THE LAWYER'S ROLE 


A recent editorial emphasized the urgent necessity for assump- 
tion of individual responsibility to counter what appears to be a 
process of slow disintegration of the moral fabric of our society. 
Another area which critically demands such individual realization 
and action is that of education. The lawyer’s role in the drive to 
attain fruition of this goal may indeed be one of the most sig- 
nificant. 

In its 


recently issued thirty-eighth 
fessional 0 


Administrato for American Schools’ ie penal 
Association of School peter Fe soe ors has admirably advocated a 
reevaluation itions which train individuals for teaching 
careers. The program includes creation ndards, and a varied, 


¢ ctit 
of instit 


fot 


or st 


enlightened curriculum which includes instruction on the “power” 
factors of school and community life: 
“ . , the association calls for a hous ecleanin ig of the 
universities and schools of education th have trained 


many of them and will be turning out the public-school 
leaders of the future. The spiderwebs the administrators 
want to sweep away include courses that are removed from 
reality and teaching methods that “provided excellent de- 


monstrations of what students had been advised not to do 
in their previous education courses.’ 
They urged, instead, a rigid selection system that 


would let only the fit survive; a practical study of the life, 
and power structure of real communities so that 


economics 
future scho ool leaders could learn the political as well as 
the academic facts of life; vigorous studies in economics, 


sociology, speech, business management, and the like, and 


a period of internship. 
In this critical appraisal, the administrators made it 
clear that they did not want any courses in How to Count 


Money. They called for ‘professional stands’ 


Luncheon 


this enactment is an} 


upon which | 





Voice of the Bar 


Comment and criticism invited 








Editor, New Jersey Law Journal 
I have just finished reading the 
article in the May 26, 1960 edition 
of the Law Journal reporting the 
session of the Special Forum on 
School Law conducted by the 
Municipal and School Law Com- 
mittee of the New Jersey State 
Bar Association during its annual 
meeting at Atlantic City. 

While your article accurately 
reports the discussion held at 
the forum, it reports two state- 
ments purporting to represent 
the law applicable to bus trans- 
portation of private school stud- 
ents. Unfortunately the article 
gives the impression that the law 
jis well settled concerning these 
| points. This is not the fact. 

The article states that, ‘““Where 
an established route exists, it is 
| mandatory that parochial and 
private school children be given 
poxearess along the estab- 
| lished route.” There is no ques- 
} tion that this statement repre- 
sents the law as applied to non- 
| profit schools. However, the art- 
|icle further reports that, “Where 
no established route exists, a 
school district is not permitted to 








furnish transportation to par- 
| ochial and private school chil- 
| dren.” I strenuously challenge 


the accuracy of this statement. It 
jis true that this latter state- 
ment represents the position tak- 
;}en by the State Department of 
Education. The question as to 
| Whether or not the statute (R:S. 
18:14-8) permits a school board 
to voluntarily transport non- 
profit private school students, 
regardless of whether or not they 
reside on an established route, 
has not been adjudicated in this 
state. It seems to me, a fair read- 
ing of RS. 18:14-8 does give a 
school board this right. 

A further point which has yet 
to be adjudicated in this State 
is the question as to whether or 
not the 14th Amendment to the 
Federal Constitution does not 
require the transportation of 
students attending non-profit 
private schools. 

Until these latter two ques- 
tions have been adjudicated, I 
think the statement of the law 
as reported in your article to the 
effect that non-profit private 
school students not residing on 
an established school route may 
not be voluntarily transported, 
is premature. 

Very truly yours, 
Samuel A. Christiano 
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Report and Resolution Of Camden Bar 
On Public Defender 


The following committee re- | time and expenses, 


port and resolution were unani- 
mously adopted by the Camden 
County Bar Association on May 
24th: 

On July 11, 1957, the President 
of the Camden County Bar Asso- 
ciation appointed a committee 
to make a study of the problem 
of indigent criminal representa- 
tion and to make recommenda- 
tions. On October 22, 1957, the 
committee made a report which 
report was adopted by resolution 
urging legislation and enacting 
the following conclusion: 

“Whereas, it is the conclusion 
of the Camden County Bar Asso- 
ciation that the adoption on a 
trial basis of a public defender 
system and an assigned counsel 
system with fees in several of 
the counties in this State would 
enable the public, the bench, and 
bar to compare and assess the 
benefits obtained from these two 
systems.” (80 N. J. L. J. 537). 


On May 17, 1958, the Junior 
Section of the State Bar Associa- 
tion and the Criminal Law Com- 
mittee co-sponsored a resolution 
calling for the enactment of leg- 
islation to provide an assigned 
counsel system with fees, or in 
the alternative, a public defender 
system, at the option of the 
counties throughout the State; 
this resolution was adopted by 
the New Jersey State Bar Associ- 
ation (81 N. J. L. J. 265). This 
plan was very similar to that re- 
commended and adopted by reso- 
lution of the Camden County 
Bar Association. 

On February 15, 1960, Senate 
Bill No. 131 (reprinted in full at 
83 N. J. L. J. 150) was introduced 
and referred to the Judiciary 
Committee and likewise Assem- 
bly Bill No. 482 was introduced, 
which Bills permit “the estab- 
lishment of public defenders by 
the respective boards of chosen 
freeholders of the various coun- 
ties or, in the alternative, for 
compensation of counsel assign- 
ed by the County and Superior 
Courts to represent indigent de- 
fendants in criminal cases.” 
These Bills reflected the affirm- 
ative action taken by the New 
Jersey State Bar Association. The 
Bills are designed to furnish a 
proven indigent defendant ac- 
cused of a crime with full pro- 
tection of his constitutional 
rights, and provide either for a 
full time public defender, or in 
the alternative, assigned coun- 
to be compensated for their 


sel, 




















backed by superior knowledge. They 


said bluntly that 


many state departments of education were ‘woefully hand- 
icapped by the pressure of political forces’ and therefore 


‘are often impotent in enforcing standards’ 


stitutions. 


on weak in- 


This amounted to a demand that ‘the profession’ itself 


impose such 


standards—presumably 


in the manner in 


which the medical profession demands certain standards 


of accredited medical schools. 
New York Times, Feb. 3, 1960, 


Educators, News Analysis, 
p. 4, column 3). 


(Hechinger, Educating the 


Though admirable and realistic, the Association’s analysis fails 
to emphasize adequately one salient fact — reform of under- 


graduate and secondary school education which provides 


the back- 


ground for the specialized training and gives the student the 


foundation upon which to fulfill the requisites of profes 


study. 


sional 


In this area, education is of primary impcrtance. Before 


the imposition of standards here by outside groups becomes a 


reality, 


it would be desirable for educational institutions in this 


group to indulge in internal reconstruction: 

“The question is whether a close scrutiny of the grad- 
uate professional training, should not be supplemented by 
a critical look at the standards and content of the under- 
graduate years. The association’s commission points out 
that its reform proposals for the graduate programs will 
require a great deal of effort and money. Therefore, it may 
be wise to imply that the undergraduate colleges still have 
a little time for self-policing left before they, too, will have 
to be pulled over to the curb by professional gendarmes 


wielding quality yardsticks.” 


times, supra). 


(News analysis, New York 


To effect these necessary alterations, assumption and asser- 
tion of individual responsibility is necessary. It requires community 


| pressure, 


enlightened leadership and the influence of alumni. 


aS well a: 


for investigative and expert ser. 
vices required. 


Since 


the above mentione; 


Bills reflected the position pre. 
viously recommended and adop:. 
ed by the Camden County pR;, 
Association and later by the Ne 
Jersey State Bar Associatio 


is the recommendation 


of ‘thi 


committee that this Assdciatyo- 
go on record as endorsing 


passage 
/s/ 
/s/ 
/s/ 
/s/ 
/s/ 
/s/ 


/s/ 


WHEREFORE, this cc 
moves the adoption of 


of this legislation. 
Joseph Tomaselli 
William C. Davis 
Lillian J. Gruccio 
Joseph F. Greene, Jr 
Charles A. Rizzi 
Stephen M. Gretzkow 
Jr 
M. Gene Haeberle. 
Chairman 





lowing resolution: 


WHEREAS, the Camde 
County Bar Association has pre. 


viously studied and reported : 


favor of legislation to p 
public defender system 





the alternative, assigned coun: 


with fees, 
may wish to adopt the s 
WHEREAS, such legis! 





in such coun 


now been introduced under Ser- 


ate Bill No. 


131 and Assemb): 


Bill No. 482; 
NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RE- 


SOLVED, that the Camden Co 


ty Bar Association recomr 


the passage and enact: 
law of Senate Bill No 


Assembly Bill No. 482: and 


BE IT FURTHER RE 


|SOLVED 


that copies of this report an 


resolution be mailed t ] 
Senators, to the three Assem 
men from Camden County, 
President of the New Jersey 
Association, 


Bar 






anda 


Chairman of the Junior Sectic 





F.B.I. To Schedule 
Special Tours For 


FBI Director J. Edgar 


Lawyers 


has invited members of t 


ican Bar Association— 


lies, friends and ABA gues 

overseas—to visit FBI hea 

ters while in Washington 
Specially programmed and 


ducted tours of 
most law e 
being planned. 


Ameri 
nfore ‘el em 1ent | nev are 
Guests 


escorted through FBI he 


ters in 


the Justice De 


building and taken on a tou 
the major departments : 
Visitors will see exhibits 0! +4 


mous criminal and esp 
vestigations; 
hibit (the Bureau has 







the fingée 


million sets on file). an 
laboratory experts conduct 





wAm* 


examinations of evidence suom. 


ted in current cases. 


A.B.A. 





Calls On Congress 


To Pass Omnibus 


The Board of Governors 0! 
American ation 
urged Congress 
delay” 


further 


Judiciary Bill 





Bar iaul 
to adopt 
the | t 





vide 46 additional federal | 


as recommended by 
Conference of the Uni 

The American Bar : 
Board, meeting in W 


drafted 


delay in passing the 
to establish the jud 
overburdened district 
courts of appeal ‘ 

right of litigants” 
ministration of just. 








a statement 


‘preju jice 4 
nd t] é 


Before releasing the state 


copies were presented Pe 
by representatives of th 
can Bar Association 
Majority Leader Lynaon x 





nAon 


Sam Ray- 

















| Herein the lawyer may fulfill a valuable function. As a participant 
|in community affairs, a moral pillar of community life and the 
recipient of respect and requests for advice, the lawyer should take 
the lead, urge necessary re-evaluations and action and act as a 
catalyst to each individual’s recognition of his obligation and 
privilege to serve and better his community. 


son, House Speaker 52! sa 
burn, and the Chairman ™ *" 
Senate and House Judiciary ay C2 
mittees as well as to the Cot 
leaders of both parties 12 ** 
gress. 
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American Law Institute Meeting 


language quoted eliminates the 
|death penalty for kidnapping. 
On this point, Professor Schwartz 
indicated a feeling that the In- 
stitute’s Council was firmly com- 
mitted to limiting the death pen- 
alty to the most serious classifi- 
cation of murder. 
Prisons 

Article 305 of the Model Code— 
also given tentative approval— 
attempts to formalize and im- 
prove the rules for handling pris- 


Continued from page 1) 





+he most serious offense that is 
“+e object. Two exceptions are 
spelled out, however: (1) when 
the object is a capital crime or a 
arct-degree felony, the “inchoate 
~rime” is a felony of the second 
degree; (2) the court may reduce 
the grade of the offense or dis- 
~ cc the prosecution if advised 
that the defendant’s conduct is 
« inherently unlikely to culmin- 















$0 ors 2 
ate in the commission of the oners sentenced to long terms. 
2 that there is no public! One of the reforms proposed is 
warranting a grave! the maintenance of a separate 
n reception center to which all 
Kidnapping long-term prisoners would be 
sent initially for examination 


It was the kidnapping defini- 
; ction 212.1 of the Model 







and study. On the basis of an| 
investigation of a prisoner’s med- 
ical, psychological social, educa- | 
tional and vocational condition 
and history, as well as the moti- 
vation for his offense, a reception 
classification board would recom- 
mend a specific institution or 
unit for his detention, the kind 
of custodial control to which he | 
is to be subjected, and the pro- 
gram of treatment to be follow- 
ed in attempting his rehabilita- 
tion. 

Article 305 also goes into con- 
siderable detail regarding the 
treatment of such prisoners, in- 
cluding their medical care, their 
food and clothing, rehabilitation 
programs, disciplinary measures, 
employment, and compassionate 
leave. When the subject of com- 
passionate leave was discussed, 
one member suggested that the 
Model Code grant marital visita- 
tion rights similar to those now 
accorded in some foreign coun- 
tries and in the State of Missis- 
sippi. The suggestion was not 
given serious consideration, how- 
ever. 


e 





hat seemed to produce the 
st amount of controversy. 
or, the proposed draft was 
yoted tentative approval. 
Inder the Code’s definition, 
tim must be removed 
is place of residence or 
s, or a substantial dis- 
from the vicinity where he 
found’, or must be confined 
sr a substantial period in a 
> of isolation.” This language 
exclude momentary or 
ical” movement or deten- 
*+h as that involved in the 
1an case. 















In addition, 


ave one of four specific purpos- 


the actor must 


“(a) to hold for ransom or 















(b) to facilitate 
or 


or 
of any felony 


ly injury, or to terrorize 
m or another, or (d) to 

with the performance 
governmental or political 


Professor Schwartz explained 
that one of the purposes of list- 
specific forbidden purposes 
eliminate the situation 
a child is taken away by 
iber of his family, by a 
or even by a stranger for 
of affection or because 
e mental derangement. 
>s of that nature are 
h in Section 212.4’s pro- 
son “Violation of Custody.” 
Additional restraints of the per- 
dealt with in Section 
Felonious Restraint, and 





Taxation 
Again this year no material on 
the institute’s federal income, es- 
tate, and gift tax statute was 
presented for discussion or con- 
sideration. Instead, Chief Re- 
porter Stanley S. Surrey, a Har- 
vard University Law School pro- 
fessor, presided at an informal 
discussion of a draft of a study 
of “Definitional Problems in Cap- 
ital Gains Taxation.” It was em- 
phasized that the Institute was 
212.3, False Imprison-| merely publishing a study for the 
ment information and use of those 
But the objections voiced at concerned with the federal tax 
eting dealt primarily with | laws, and that the draft discuss- 
ty attached tothecrime ed at the meeting had neither 
apping. The draft states the approval nor the disapproval 
idnapping is a felony of of the Institute. 
‘he first degree unless the victim Depreciation 
sed alive in a safe place Here, too, a number of signifi- | 
to trial. Otherwise it a cant innovations were discussed. | 
y of the second degree.” One One of them treats gains from 
objected to reducing the sales of depreciable property in 
1erely on the basis of the 2 manner that falls somewhere 
release alive, pointing | between the present tax treat- 
some cases might in-| ment and the treatment re- 
riods of extremely long quested by the Treasury Depart- 
n, and yet be classified | ment in recent requests for leg- 
s second-degree felonies. | islative action by Congress. Every 
other objection was that the loss from such a sale would be a} 


| 
| 
| 
| 
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GOOD NEWS | 


Marsh and Fischler’s New Jersey Practice Forms, 


Was tO 
























1S 











Revised Edition, which is a virtual encyclopedia of New 


Jersey Practice Forms with valuable suggestions by the 


authors, has now been published. 
| 


We believe this fine unit of the New Jersey Practice 
‘eries will be of exceptional help to the busy lawyer. 
Our only business—and it has been for over 60 vears— 


is better law books and services to the Bench and Bar. 


| 
| 


capital loss. 


But any gain is to | 
be treated as ordinary income to 
the extent of the amount of de- 
preciation already deducted on 
the asset. Any gain in excess of 
the aggregate depreciation de- 
ductions would be treated as cap- 
ital gain. According to Mr. Sur- 
rey, the purpose of this dual 
treatment is to prevent a busi- 
nessman from reducing the in- 
come subject to ordinary income- 
tax rates by deductions that do 
not really represent a decrease 
in value of his business assets. 
The principal objection raised 
to this suggestion seemed to be 
that it would act against the 
public interest in deterring busi- 
nessmen from replacing obsolete 
or inefficient 
equipment. The drafters gave 
some consideration to this prob- 


lem, Mr. Surrey admitted, and 
did suggest in their comments 
accompanying the draft that 


some thought might be given to 
a provision for nonrecognition 
of gain from the disposition of 
assets that are replaced. Under 
this arrangement, the basis of 
the new equipment would be ad- 
justed in much the same way as 
the basis of a new residence 
purchased with the proceeds of 
the taxpayer’s former home. 

Another change suggested by 
the Reporters dealt with proper- 
ty — typically real estate — that 
once had status as a capital as- 
set, but that was subsequently 
converted into property held for 
sale to customers in the ordin- 
ary course of business. Here again 
the proposal was that “dual- 
treatment rules” be applied. A 
taxpayer who began subdividing 
a tract of land into building lots 
and selling the lots would have 
to make an appraisal of the value 
of each piece at the beginning 
of the year this activity began. 
The difference between that ap- 
praised value and his basis in 
the property would then be taxed 
as capital gain. Any additional 
gain would be taxed as ordinary 
income. 

While there did not seem to be 
much objection to the dual- 
treatment idea, some Institute 
members did oppose the suggest- 
ed test for determining when the 
property is first held for sale to 
customers in the ordinary course 
of business. Under the draft sub- 
mitted, the transition occurs as 
soon as the owner of the proper- 
ty makes a substantial number 
of sales, as well as when he en- 
gages in extensive developmental 





machinery and} 





and selling activities. | 
| 


The present Internal Revenue | 
Code’s “sale or exchange” test | 
for applying the capital-gain tax | 
rates also failed to satisfy the 


Institute’s tax experts. They 
proposed substitution of the]! 
phrase “complete disposition,” 


but the debate that ensued re- 
vealed that a number of Institute 
members could not see how the 
new phrase eliminated any prob- 
lems. 
Capital Gains 

Another proposal in the 
“study” called for elimination of 
the artificial capital-gain treat- 
ment accorded some transactions 
merely for the purpose of avoid- 
ing what the Reporters called 
“bunched income situations.” 
The most important examples 
are lump-sum distributions by 
an employee’s trust, the exercise 
of an employee’s stock option, 
dispositions of contracts of em- 
ployment, and the sale of an in- 
vention or an artistic work. In 
this type of situation, which 
really involves personal services 
income that is “bunched” in a 
single tax year, the capital-gain 
tax treatment is accorded mere- 





(Continued on page 6, col. 1) 
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Douglas Assails Broadcasting Of Trials 
And Photos 





WASHINGTON (ACCN) — As- 
sociate Justice William O. Doug- 
las of the U.S. Supreme Court de- 
nounced the photographing at 
and broadcasting of trials, in a 
speech prepared for delivery to 
the University of Colorado Law 
School in Boulder. 


Colorado is the only state reg- 
ularly permitting the broadcasting 
and televising of trials. Canon 35 
of the American Bar Association’s 
Canons of Judicial Ethics con- 
demns the practice, and for sev- 
eral years television and photo- 
grapher groups have sought to 
have the rule changed. 

Douglas noted that the sixth 
Amendment to the Constitution 
provides for a “public trial” in 
criminal cases. But this guaran- 
tee, he said, “is for the benefit 
of the accused, not the press.” 

“The public trial exists because 
of the aversion which liberty-lov- 
ing people had toward secret 
trials and proceedings. That is 
the reason our courts are open to 
the public, not because the fram- 
ers wanted to provide the public 
with recreation or with instruc- 
tion in the ways of government.” 

Douglas said the historic con- 
cept of a public trial was of a 
small, close gathering, not of an 
arena. A trial on radio or tele- 
vision, he said, is quite a differ- 
ent affair. 

He cited as an evil effect of tele- 
vision the increased tension in 
witnesses who “know millions of 
people watch their every expres- 
sion.” 

Still cameras, he said, have the 





Announcement 


Benjamin L. Bendit, Thomas E. 
Weinstock, Clive S. Cummis and 
Robert B. Kroner announce the 
formation of a partnership for 
the practice of law under the | 
firm name of Bendit, Weinstock, | 
Cummis & Kroner. Harold Lef- 
kowitz and Russell S. Sharbaugh, 
Jr., will be associated with the 
firm. Offices will be maintained 
at 744 Broad Street, Newark. 





different effect of arousing public 
passion. “Mobs are not interested 
in the administration of justice,” 
he said. “Even still pictures may 
distort a trial, inflame a proceed- 
ing by depicting an unimportant 
miniscule of the whole or... only 
the sensational moments.” 

Douglas also criticized the tele- 
vising and broadcasting of Con- 
gressional hearings and said this 
tended to make the entire nation 
a jury condemning men on par- 
tial evidence. 

He said that “mass opinion” can 
be “dangerous in the operation of 
our legal system. It is anathema 
to the very conception of a fair 
trial. It applies standards that 
have no place in determining the 
awful decision of guilt or inno- 
cence.” 

The justice termed another 
danger the temptation for lawyers 
and state judges, whom he noted 
were mostly elected, to “play to 
the gallery.” 

Douglas also warned against 
permitting owners of newspapers, 
and radio and television stations 
to have any influence over the 
judicial process. 

“We have had publishers who 
were tyrants and sought to im- 
pose their will on the courts as 
well as on the people,” Douglas 
concluded. 
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FOR YOUR NEGLIGENCE CASES! 





NEGLIGENCE LAW IN 
THE ATLANTIC STATES 
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HARPER and JAMES 
THE LAW OF TORTS 


By HARVEY G. STEVENSON | Two of the world’s leading authori- 


|ties provide not only a full statement 


The complete up-to-date negligence | 


law of New Jersey plus added dis- | 
cussi and d 





lof the principles of the law of torts 


of the nime but also a penetrating commentary 


other jurisdictions in the Atlantic | based on both logic and social policy 


Reporter. 


|'COMPLETE COVERAGE: 


Proven to be an authoritative text that 
answers quickly day-to-day questions 
of liability or non-liability in 
“accident cases”. 


@ INTENDED TORTS 
e@ ACCIDENTS 
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Cited by the New Jersey Courts 
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3 VOLUMES — $60.00 
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American Law Institute 
Meeting 


(Continued from page 5) 





ly for the purpose of avoiding 
hardship. But the Institute’s Re- 
porters proposed instead to allow 
the taxpayer to compute his tax 
on the income as if he had re- 
ceived it over a three-or five-year 
period. 
Restatements 

In the Restatement field, the 
greatest attention was focused 
on the revision of the Restate- 
ment of Torts. Professor William 
L. Prosser of the University of 
California School of Law is the 
Reporter on this project. He sub- 
mitted for discussion the Re- 
statement’s sections on negli- 
gent misrepresentations threat- 
ening bodily harm, conduct that 
is negligent because it is intend- 
ed or likely to cause emotional 
distress, the duty to control con- 
duct of a third person and other 


duties of affirmative action, the da 


prevention of assistance by third 
persons, the liability of a land- 
owner to licensees and invitees, 
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Court Holiday and Recess Order 


SUPREME COURT OF NEW JERSEY 
ORDERED that except for emergent matters, the following 
schedule for holidays and court recesses for the trial divisions of 
the Superior and the County Courts for the court year 1960-61 is 
adopted as follows: , 
Wednesday, September 7, 1960—Opening day of the Term 
Wednesday, October 12, 1960—Columbus Day 
Tuesday, November 8, 1960—Election Day 
Friday, November 11, 1960—Veterans Day 
Friday, November 18, 1960—State Bar Meeting 
Thursday and Friday, November 24 and 25, 1960— 
Thanksgiving Recess 
Monday, December 26, 1960 to Monday, January 2, 1961, 
inclusive of both dates—Christmas Recess 
Monday, February 13, 1961—Lincoln’s Birthday 
Wednesday, February 22, 1961—Washington’s Birthday 
Friday, March 31, 1961 to Friday, April 7, 1961, 
inclusive of both dates—Easter Recess 
Friday, May 19, 1961—State Bar Meeting 
Tuesday, May 30, 1961—Memorial Day 
Friday, June 30, 1961—Last day of the Term 
FURTHER ORDERED that when a holiday falls on Friday the 
regular motion day for that week shall be the preceding Thursday 
and that when a holiday includes both Thursday and Friday the 
regular motion day for that week shall be the preceding Wednes- 





y; 

FURTHER ORDERED that the Presiding Judges in all other 
courts may establish schedules for the hearing of matters in their 
ccurts during these periods in conformance with the schedule 
provided for the trial divisions of the Superior and the County 


83 N. J. L. J. Index 
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Cumberland County Bar Ass'n Minimum 


Fee Schedule 


Adopted April 28, 1960 
REAL ESTATE TRANSACTIONS 
Deed - single description - regular form 
Bcnd and Mortgage 


Minimum Fee 


$20.00 
25.00 


Cancellation of Mortgage and Clerk’s fee (for first mortgage- 59 


$2.00 for each mortgage after the first in the same 
transaction) 





and the liability of a vendor of 
land. 

The Restatement of Conflicts, 
Second, under the supervision of | 





S 
Dated: May 23, 1960. 


Courts, consistent, however, with the needs of the public. 
JOSEPH WEINTRAUB, C.J. 











Professor Willis L. M. Reese of | : ‘ 
the Columbia University Law | ¢W draft gives the parties power 


hool, hz > res | to choose the governing law, sub- 
ee ee o certain limitations. Third, 


8, Contracts. Mr. Reese labeled | ject t 
this chapter “by common con- | the new Restatement would drop 


sent the most complex and also| the distinction between matters 
the most confused part of Con- | Of validity and matters of per- 
flict of Laws”. Four significant | formance, making all determin- 
changes were made in the orig- | @ble by the law “of the state of 
inal Restatement. First, the Re-|™0st significant relationship, 
statement no longer says dog- | with the exception of minute de- 
matically that the validity of a| tails of performance still govern- 
contract is governed by the law of ed by the local law of the place 
the place of contracting. Instead, | 0f Performance. And finally, the 
the governing law is now the loc- | N¢W draft lays down more speci- 
al law of the state with which fic rules for some types of con- 


the contract has its most signi- | tacts. 

ficant relationship. Second, the! The Institute’s new Restate- 
;/ment project—“The Foreign Re- 
| lations Law of the United States” 
|—moved this year into Part III, 
| dealing with recognition of other 
governments. The Restatement 
|does not deal with the consider- 
ations leading up to recognition, 
but with the legal consequences 


. * 
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On the 
Contrary 
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“Facts is contrary Z mules.” 
—JAMES RUSSELL LOWELL 


If by “contrary” the author meant “stubbora”, 
common attribute of mules, it is true that you 
can’t change, force or budge actual proven facts 
—including basic facts that show up in a title 
examination. 


But in title parlance “contrary” implies a 
condition or situation at variance with supposed 
facts. We never hold a title uninsurable until we 
have determined and weighed all the facts and, 
the pertinent law. 


If you have a title problem an effective first 
step towards its solution is a speedy, but all- 
inclusive fact-sifting job by TG specialists. 


THE TITLE GUARANTEE 
COMPANY 








CHARTERED IN NEW YORK STATE IN 18823 


NEWARK OFFICE: 1180 Raymond Blvd.: MArket 4-1331 
HACKENSACK OFFICE: 19 Banta Place: HUbbard 7-4300 
TITLE INSURANCE THROUGHOUT NEW YORK, NEW JERSEY, CONNECTICUT, 


CHUSETTS, MAINE, NEW HAMPSHIRE, VERMONT AND a. 








and other states through qualified insurers 





that follow from recognition or 
a denial of recognition. 

In his Annual Report to the 
Institute, the Director, Judge 
Herbert F. Goodrich of the US. 
Court of Appeals for the Third 
Circuit revealed that a new edi- 
tion of the Restatement of Con- 
tracts is to be prepared. Profes- 
sor Robert Braucher, of the Har- 
vard Law School, has agreed to 
serve as reporter. 

Judge Goodrich also disclosed 
|that a Ford Foundation grant 

has been obtained to finance the 
| study the Chief Justice last year 
|asked the Institute to make on 
|} the division of jurisdiction be- 
ltween the state and _ federal 
| courts. 

Last summer, Professor Charles 
|Bunn, of the University of Wis- 
consin, made a preliminary sur- 
| vey of the problem and submit- 
| ted recommendations as to the 
scope of the study that were 
| approved by the Executive Com- 
; mittee of the Institute. 
Commercial Code 
| For a report of the progress 
| being made with the Uniform 
| Commercial Code, Judge Good- 
|rich called upon William A. 
| Schnader of Philadelphia, who is 
First Vice President of the Insti- 
|tute and also Chairman of the 
Uniform Code Committee for the 
National Conference of Commis- 
sioners on Uniform State Laws. 
The most recent state to enact 
the Commercial Code was Rhode 
Island, so that there are now 
six “Commercial Code states” 
— Pennsylvania, Massachusetts, 
Kentucky, Connecticut, New 
Hampshire, and Rhode Island. 
The Code was also passed by the 
Ohio House of Representatives, 
and approved by the Senate’s 

Judiciary Committee. However, 
the Senate Rules Committee did 
not let it come to a vote. 

In any event, preparations are 
being made to push for enact- 
ment of the Code by the 1961 
Session of the Ohio Legislature, 
and similar efforts are being| 
made with an eye on the 1961! 
legislative sessions in Arkansas, | 
California, Illinois, Ma‘ne, Mon- | 
tana, New Jersey, New Mexico, | 
Oklahoma, Oregon, Washington, | 
Wisconsin, and Wyoming. Enact- | 
ment of the Commercial Code is 
not a speedy process, Mr. Schna- 
der pointed out. The Code is so 
comprehensive that a tremend- | 
ous amount of preliminary work | 
is necessary in each state legis- | 
lature. “Nevertheless, I shall be 
very disappointed if in 1961 an- | 
other half-dozen states or more | 
do not become Commercial Code | 
states.” 

At the opening of the Institute | 
meeting, Chief Justice of the} 
| United States, Earl Warren, made 
| his usual report on the condition | 
of the federal courts’ dockets. | 








Discharge of Mortgage 15.09 
Assignment of Mortgage 15.00 
Mortgage Extension 15.09 
Subordination of Mortgage 15.0 
Release Part Mortgage Premises 20.00 
Chatte! Mortgage 25.00 
Ccmbination Real and Chattel Mortgage 50.00 
Bill of Sale - Chattels 20.00 
Contract for sale of land ‘short form) 25.00 
Contract for sale of land (long form) 35.00 
(additional fee for settlement & execution) 
Attending Settlement (single party) 35.00 
(When Title Company involved, including the 
removal of ordinary exceptions) 35.00 
Lease - Dwelling 15.00 
Lease - Commercial 25.00 
Wills ‘short form) 15.00 
Wills (Reciprocal) 25.00 
Power of Attorney (short form) 15.00 
Recording Fees: 
Deeds - (single description) 8.00 
Mortgages - (single description) 8.00 
Divorce - (Uncontested) 350.00 
Non-resident Divorce - Uncontested - requiring 
publication (plus cost of publication) 400.00 
Contested Divorce - In addition to above, fee for 
time and service to be added 
Incorporation - disbursements to be added 200.00 
Non-Pecuniary Corporation (add expenses to this) 50.00 
Dissolution of Corporation (add expenses to this) 150.00 
Business Certificate (includes costs) 25.00 
Change of Name (add expenses to this) 125.0 
Adoption (add alJl expenses) 200.00 
Cancelling Mortgage Through Judicial 
Proceedings ‘add expenses to this) 150.00 
Foreclosures - One (1%) per cent, but not less than 
$150.00 plus taxed costs. 
Tax Foreclosures - not including disbursements 300.00 
Consultation and Advice 5.0 
Affidavit of Title 5.0 
Building Contract - without specifications 35.00 
Bankruptcy (add expenses) 350.0 
ESTATES: 
A. Where no accounting is involved: 
1. Under $5,000 - not less than 5% 
2. Over $5,000 - not less than 3% or 4% 
B. Where accounting is involved; at discretion of 
the Court but request should be made for at least: 
1. Under $100,000 - not less than 5% for 
ordinary work, or 10% if work is heavy 
2. Excess over $100,000 - 3!2% to 5% 
Note: The above fees are in addition to any fees which shi - 
y he 


be charged for services rendered in such matters as jointly I 
property, tenancies by entirety, life insurance policies, sifts, 
cillary proceedings, etc. 

COLLECTION RATES: ; 
As adopted by Commercial Law League of America and as 
recorded in Lawyer’s Diary. Taxed Costs shall not be divided 
with forwarding attorney. 

Minimum suit fee shall not be divided with forwarder. 
This shall not apply to collection of retail accounts. — 
INSTALLMENT COLLECTION on claims under $500.00, 25’: 


nanin? 


mission. This shall not apply to collection of retail accoun 


com- 











Congestion and delay are still the | jurisdiction of the federal dis- 
predominant features. And the | trict courts, and promised the co- 


Judicial Conference has now in-/| operation of the cornea 
creased its recommendation for| Office of the United Stat 
additional judgeships from 43 to | Courts. 








54. Of these, 46 would be addi- 
tional district judgeships, and 8 
would be additional circuit 
judgeships. 

In this connection, the Chief 
Justice expressed his pleasure 
and gratitude that the Institute 


is undertaking the study of the 
worcscr LUOANS 
MORTGAGE 


Ist and 2nd MORTGAGES - RESIDENTIAL - INDUSTRIAL & COMMERCIAL 
ACCOUNTS RECEIVABLE - NON-NOTIFICATION 


MORGAN CO. vein. 


NEWARK 2, N. J. 
Forwarders Recognized 


ATTORNEY COOPERATION SOLICITED 


W. D. ETTINGER & CO. 


FIRE ADJUSTERS 
FOR THE ASSURED 
9 CLINTON ST., NEWARK 
Mitchell 2-46945 
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THIRTY YEARS OF PERSONALIZED REPORTING SERVICE 
TO THE NEW JERSEY BENCH AND BAR 


ADLER REPORTING SERVICE 
Certified Court Reporters 


FORTY EAST PARK STREET, NEWARK 


Air-conditioned Deposition Suites and Conference Rooms ; 
Ideal Essex County Deposition Address for Out-of-County Attorney 


Ample Parking Facilities :: 24 hour-a-day Service 
CALL MArket 2-5974 


All of our stenotype reporters are notaries and qualified 
for all verbatim reporting requirements 
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AT THE MIDDLESEX COUNTY BAR ASSOCIATION ANNUAL MEETING 


Oak Hills Manor, Metuchen Tuesday, May 24, 1960 











1. Justice Frederick W. Hall, retiring Pres., Samuel 6. Daniel L. Golden, Simon A. Bahr,; Harry R. 11. C. Christian Stockel, Ab L. Motolinsky, Schuyler 
Burton and William P. Snedeker. C. Van Cleef and Samuel Kaplan. 


— Hon. Aldona E. Appleton, Ist V.P.; Daniel L. 
om, new Pres.; and Ab L. Motolinsky, 3rd V.P. 7. Federal Judge William F. Smith, Francis M. , 12. Daniel L. Golden, Douglas M. Hicks, State Bar 
R B, Eugene L. Goceljak, Jacob H. Bernstein, Malcolm Seaman and Morgan R. Seiffert. oe Pres. Elect; Theodore J. Labrecque, State Bar Pres.; 
Da *usch, David Pavlovsky, Pres. Perth Amboy Bar; 8. Henry J. Williams, Albert C. Barclay, Jr. and Justice Frederick W. Hall and Dr. Emma E. Dillon, 
vid I, Stepacoff and Irving W. Rubin. David M. Baer. ‘ State Bar Secy. 
- James E. Heine, Allen Russ, Thomas E. Addy, Jr. 9. Albert W. Seaman, Jacob Ratner, Samuel M. 13. Charles M. Morris, Prosecutor Edward J. Dolan 
4. E. James Ferrara and Hon. George R. Morrison. Adler, Pres. New Brunswick Bar and Louis L. Hendler. and James T. Feaster. 
10. Meyer W. Jaffe, Surrogate Elmer E. Brown and 14. J. Schuyler Huff, Hon. Frank J. Kingfield, Hon. 


A “e.. Norman A. Cohen, Harry Silverman and D. 
Ph Mone. Baruch S. Seidman. Ervin S. Fulop and Charles M. Morris, Jr. 
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N.Y. County Lawyers Ass'n Ethics Opinion 


QUESTION NO. 491 ; 


COMMUNICATION WITH 
OTHER PARTY TO PENDING | 
LITIGATION. 

(Obligations and rights stated) 
of discharged attorneys prior to 
substitution of new attorney). 

Attorneys A represented plain- 
tiff in a personal injury negli- 
gence action still pending in the 
City Court. Their retainer was 
contingent. 

Issue was joined in July 1959. 
Plaintiff’s Bill of Particulars was 
served in September 1959. 

Attorneys A delayed placing 
the case on the calendar because 
of their belief that the action 
could be settled on the basis of 
proofs which they were con- 
vinced could be developed by an 
extensive investigation. The in- 
vestigation was completed in 
January 1960. Attorneys A, after 
further negotiations with de- 
fendant’s insurance carrier, con- 
cluded that the case could not 
be settled. 

In February 1960, before at- 
torneys A had sufficient oppor- 
tunity to place the case on the 
calendar, they were discharged 
by plaintiff, who retained At- 
torney B. 

Attorneys A refused to trans- 
mit the papers in the action to 
Attorney B, or execute a stipu- 
lation of substitution, unless the 
stipulation contained a satis- 
factory provision protecting 
their lien for services rendered 
and disbursements incurred. 

After attorneys B had ignored, 
for almost two weeks, a proposed 
stipulation mailed to them by 
attorneys A and when they did 
not answer several telephone 
messages left with their secre- 
tary, attorneys A sent a letter 
to attorneys B, with a copy 
thereof to plaintiff, asking them 
to take action on the stipulation 
and reminding them that any 
delay might prejudice plaintiff's 
right to place the case on the 
calendar. 

Negotiations between attorn- 
eys A and B terminated in the 
latter part of March, 1960, at 
which time attorneys B advised 
attorneys A that they considered 
the mailing of the aforesaid let- 
ter to their client (plaintiff) un- 
ethical. 

In view of attorneys B’s prior 
conduct, attorneys A fear that 
attorneys B may unduly delay 
their motion for substitution. 

In the interim, attorneys A 
anticiprte a motion by defend- 
ant’s attorney, under Rule 156 
of the Rules of Civil Practice, to 
dismiss the complaint for lack 
of prosecution because of the 
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ACCREDPED PUBLIC ADJUSTERS 
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failure to place the case on the 
calendar within six months of 
the joinder of issue. 
QUERY: 

1. Was the mailing to plaintiff 
of a copy of the aforesaid letter 


|to attorneys B unethical con- 


duct on the part of attorneys A? 
2. Would it be proper for at- 
torneys A to send another letter 
to plaintiff advising her of the 
danger of further delay? 
3. Do attorneys A have the 
ethical duty to notify the at- 


|torney for the defendant of the 


former’s discharge and of at- 
torney B’s retention by plaintiff? 

4. a. Although attorneys A are 
no longer authorized to act in 
the action on behalf of plain- 
tiff, should they, in order to pro- 
tect her rights, respond to a 
motion by defendant to dismiss 
because of lack of prosecution? 

b. Although, because of at- 
torneys A’s right to enforce their 
retaining lien they doubt if they 
have any duty to transmit such 
motion papers to attorneys B, 
should they advise attorneys B 
of such motion? 

5. Can attorneys A ethicaily 
“sit back” and do absolutely 
nothing in connection with the 
pending action? 

6. What is the proper course 
of ethical conduct for attorneys 
A to take? 

Answer to Question 491 


1. Under ordinary circumstan- 
ces, an attorney having been 
discharged by a client and in- 
formed that other counsel had 
been retained, would seem to 
violate the spirit of Canon 9 if 
he communicated directly with 
the party (“a lawyer should not 
in any way communicate upon 
the subject of controversy with 
a party represented by counse!l’’). 

In the instant case, however, 
the unusual action of Attorneys 
B in ignoring the correspond- 
ence and telephone calls of aAt- 
torney A, and because on the 
record Attorneys A still repre- 
sented the plaintiff, it would not 
have been unethical for Attor- 
neys A to write to the plaintiff. 
He should have limited his let- 
ter, however, to a request to the 
plaintiff to cooperate in effect- 
ing a speedy substitution of at- 
torneys and should have sent a 
copy of such letter to Attorneys 
B. 

2. Now that the negotiations 
between Attorneys A and B have 
been completed, it would be im- 
proper for Attorneys A to send 
another letter to plaintiff. 

3. Attorneys A should notify 
the attorney for the defendant 
of their discharge and of the re- 
tention by plaintiff of Attorneys 


10] 


4. An attorney of record in a 
pending action, although dis- 
charged by his client, is not re- 
lieved of his duties and responsi- 
bilities in connection therewith 
until a formal substitution of 
attorneys is effected. Hence — 

(a) Attorneys A should re- 
spond to any motion by defend- 
ant as long as they are the at- 
torneys of record, if only for the 
purpose of obtaining an ad- 
journment until a formal sub- 
stitution of attorneys will have 
deen effected. 

(db) Attorneys B 
advised of such motion an 
disposition thereof. 

5. See answer to question No. 
4 

6. Attorneys A should take 
whatever steps may be necessary 
to expedite the formal substitu- 
tion of attorneys. 








may be taken in quiet hearing 
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Cites U.N. Problem Of 
Too Many Agencies 
Or Too Few 


Hammarskjold at U. of C. 


Chicago (ACCN) — Citing the 
tendency to create new interna- 
tional agencies for each new 
major field of activity in inter- 
national cooperation, Dag Ham- 
marskjold, secretary-general of 
the United Nations, 


against “the risk of disintegra- | 
tion of the international frame- | 
work through a proliferation of | 


organs.” 

“It is as if we were to permit 
the growth of a tree to be weak- 
ened by the development of too 
many branches,’ he said in an 
address at the final dedication 
ceremonies of the new Law 
School Center of the University 
of Chicago Sunday night. 

The secretary-general pointed 
out, however, that there is also 
an opposite risk of combining too 
many tasks too closely within 
or? and the same organ. 

The two risks, he stated, call 
for ful tht “before we 
push much fu. r forward.” 

“We the optimum 
-ystem with a 


Ca. 


™m? 


balance betw 


large number autonomous ; 
bodies aid as: with strong 
-oncentratic.. ; Within a 
lesser number ¢. r.izations,” 


he continued. 
“The way wil } 
by trial and erro:. 


ve to be found 


is necessary bo-.us2 of the dif- 
ficulty to te 1 step backward 
or to cha: 2 srundamentally 


what once has been established.” | 


Hammarskjold told his audi- 
ence that the system that is 
found in the U.N has its strength 
and weaknesse:. and in the light 
of 15 years of experience, un- 
doubtedly some changes of the 
pattern vould be made if the 
charter were revised. These 
changes probably would refer to 
the relative authority of the var- 
ious organs — the division of 
responsibility and to their meth- 
ods of operation, he said. 

Hammarskjold’s address was 
the concluding feature of the 
three-day dedicatory convoca- 
tion program at the university’s 
law school, which opened Friday 
with a precedent-breaking ses- 
sion of the Illinois Supreme 
Court held in the center’s new 
Weymouth Kirkland courtroom. 

The secretary-general was one 
of seven dignitaries taking part 
in the dedication ceremonies, 
who received honorary Doctor of 
Laws degrees at a special con- 
vocation Sunday afternoon. 

Others included Judge Charles 
E. Clark of the U. S. Court of 
Appeals for the Second Circuit, 
Judge Herbert F. Goodrich of the 
U. S. Court of Appeals for the 
Third Circuit, Associate Justice 
Walter V. Schaefer of the Illinois 
Supreme Court, Associate Justice 
Roger J. Traynor of the Califor- 
nia Supreme Court, Viscount Kil- 
muir of Great Britain, and Chief 
Justice Earl Warren of the Unit- 
ed States Supreme Court. 


LR.S. Disagreed With 
41 Tax Court Decisions 
Last Year 


The Internal Revenue Com- 
missioner did not agree with the 
adverse findings of the Tax 
Court in 41 of its decisions last 
year, according to Commerce 
Clearing House. Accordingly, the 
Commissioner issued what he 
terms “nonacquiescences” which 
warn his personnel not to follow 
such decisions in tax return is- 
sues. However, the Commissioner 
went along on 211 other adverse 
decisions, CCH said. 








warned | 


|service on the defendant, 
|rule authorizes service by ordin- 
| ary mail to the defendant’s “last 
| known address”. The last known 


but planning | 
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Attorney General's Opinion 





| FORMAL OPINION 1960 - No. 12; due service of summonses 2), 
| Ned J. Parsekian, Acting Director | available to local officials, 


| Division of Motor Vehicles 
| We have been asked whether 
|the Director of the Division of 


;Motor Vehicles can revoke the| 


| driver’s license or registration of 
|a person who fails to answer a 
|summons charging a violation of 
a local parking ordinance. 

The responsibility for enforc- 
ing local parking ordinances 
rests primarily on local Officials. 
Normally, the summons (sheet 4 
of Local Criminal Court Form 
12) is completed by a local police 
officer. See R.R. 8:10-1. It is to be 
served on the defendant in the 
manner provided by R.R. 8:3-2 
(c) (3) (ii). In addition to personal 


address is obtained through the 
“look-up” service of the Division 
of Motor Vehicles. See R.S. 39:3- 
46, 10 and 37. Thus, means for 








N.Y. Practicing Law 
Institute Summer 
Courses 


The New York Practising Law 


; Institute has announced that its 


19th Annual Summer Session will 
be conducted from July 11 to Au- 
gust 5 at the Statler Hilton Hotel 
in New York City. Fifteen courses 
for practicing lawyers will be 
offered, covering almost every 
major area of legal work. Each 
course will be given in intensive 
five-day sessions, Monday 
through Friday, from 9 a.m. to 
4:30 p.m. 

It is expected that over 1,500 
attorneys from all parts of the 
country will attend, many of 
whom will bring their families 
for a New York vacation. 

More than 300 guest lecturers 
and panelists will speak. They 
are practicing lawyers, each a 
recognized expert in his field. 
Planned primarily for mature 
practitioners, the courses offered 
by PLI provide an opportunity 
to increase professional Know- 
ledge and skill. Conducted in an 
informal atmosphere in air-con- 
ditioned quarters, the discus- 
sions are realistic and down-to- 
earth, stressing the practical as- 
pects of each subject. A question 
and answer period is included in 
each session. 

The expenses of attending 
these courses, including travel, 


meals, lodging and tuition, are 
tax-deductible. 
The schedule of courses fol- 


lows: 

Week of July 11—Federal Tax 
Problems; Secured Transactions: 
Patent Law: Public Prosecutors. 

Week of July 18—Corporate 
Taxes and Reorganizations;: An- 
titrust and Robinson-Patman 
Act; Matrimonial Matters; Trial 
Technique; Trademarks. 

Week of July 25—Estate Plan- 
ning and Administration; Medi- 
cal Proof; Defending Criminal] 
Cases. 

Week of August 1—Admiralty; 
Estate Planning Techniques: 
Real Estate and Its Income As- 
pects. 

A Summer Session catalog with 
complete course descriptions, 
names of lecturers and registra- 
tion details may be obtained 
from the Practising Law Insti- 
tute, 20 Vesey Street, New York 7, 
New York. 


this | 


Frequently, when the violatip, 
of a local parking ordinance :. 
discovered, the officer fills in oy 
the summons the registratio, 
number and description of the 
vehicle and leaves the summop: 
on the vehicle. This, by itself, ;; 
not due service. See Report, Ne, 
Jersey Supreme Court’s Muni. 
pal Court Committee, March }; 
1960, pages 3 and 5. ; 

Procedures are available 
local officials to assure the an. 
pearance for trial of a 
duly served with a sumr 
the case of a resident w 
to answer a summons duly 
ed the local court may issue ; 
warrant for his arrest. R.R. 8:19. 
3(a). Such a warrant may be ex. 
ecuted at any place within th: 
state. R.R. 8:3-2 (c) (2). Bail 
be required from a non-re 
personally served with a sum. 
mons. N. J. S. 2A:8-27, 28: se 
Roesch v. Ferber, 48 N. J. Supe: 
231, 233 (App. Div. 1957). If ; 
non-resident who has posted ba 
fails to appear for trial, the b 
is forfeit. R.R. 8:10-3/b) 

R.S. 39:5-30 gives the direct; 
discretionary power to revoke |; 
censes and registrations for yio- 
lation of the provisions of 
39 “or any other reas 
grounds”. The adoption of 
ances by municipalities re 
ing parking is authorized 
39:4-197(1) (f). However, 
a local parking ordinance 
thorized by Title 39, the vio 
of an ordinance is not a vio 
of Title 39 itself. The “o 
reasonable grounds” must |! 
lated to a person’s fitness to owr 
or operate a motor vehicle 

Where proof shows that a 
son has been duly served 
one or more summonses w 
he has not answered, the direct- 
or has power to conclude that 
under all the circumstances re- 
vocation is justified because 0 
the person’s disregard for the 
law. However, if it is not shown 
by proof that the summonse: 
have been duly served in 
ance with R.R. 8:3-2ic) 
such a conclusion is not jt 
Action by the director in : 
cases would be governed by the 
procedure set out in RS. 39:5-3! 

It is our opinion that t 
rector may revoke a li 
registration of a person fal 
to answer one or more dul 
ed summonses where, un 
the circumstances, the 
shows that the action is ] 
because of the person's 
gard for laws relating to moto: 
vehicles. 
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Attorney General 
By William L. Boyan 
Deputy Attorney Gener 
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MP.A., LL.B. Professional Engi- 
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sefendants of conspiracy to ob- | 
n money by false pretenses 
1 the P.V.S. Comm’rs. by pre- 
acing bids were competitive 
they knew that they were 
not ¢ competitive but were the re- | 
i four of the defendants 
ng in advance which com- 
would bid, and in what 
While allegations set 
the two counts should 
set forth in a single 
1at cannot be done here 
ndment adding name of 
defendant to list of those 
dly agreeing in advance on 
ing on the charge of 
¢ to obtain money by 
pretenses as alleged in the 
where the grand 


nd count, 
t not done so, without 
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ng that defendant’s con- 
onal right to indictment. 
place of alleged conspir- 

t stated in indictment, 
1 of overt act 
orial jurisdiction of 

t suffices to show jurisdic- 
n of the court. 


COUNTY COURT 
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atl Lindsay v. Boles ‘ Passaic Co., Law 
hai D Docket No. 6102, decided 
; May 19, 1960) 
Full digest on page 2. 
Announcement 


el M. iuntie has moved 
ces to 17 Academy St 
here he will be 
Frank J. Cavico 
Goldberger. 
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By Harold Kamens 

| CORPUS CAPITAL GAIN: A 
|trust provided for the payment 
| of a fixed monthly amount to a 
| beneficiary for life. Payments 
| could be made from income or 
corpus, or both. No distributions 
|were made during the taxable 
year and the beneficiary report- 
*jed only her share of the ordin- 
ary income of the trust, which 
was less than the annual pay- 
ment due her. 

Held: Since she had a right to 
that income in satisfaction of 
her fixed payments, the capital 
gain is currently distributed to 
her and the court requires the 
beneficiary to inciulje her share 
of the capital gains in her in- 
come. Wadewitz Estate, 32 TC 
No. 48. 

MARITAL DEDUCTION: De- 
cedent made an antenuptial 
agreement with his intended 
wife, giving her a life estate in 
his residence. He then transfer- 
red the residence to his sons by 
a prior marriage, reserving a 
life estate to himself and to her. 
After his death the property was 
sold for $37,000 and his widow 
executed a general release and 
a quitclaim deed to the two sons, 
and she received $10,000 out of 
the proceeds of the sale. 

Held: Decedent’s executor’s 
claim that the $10,000 qualified 
for the marital deduction is de- 
nied. Although the value of the 
residence ($37,000) was includ- 
| ible in decedent’s gross estate as 
a transfer with a reserved life 
estate, the successive life estate 
given to the widow did not qual- 
ify for the marital deduction be- 
cause it constituted an interest 
which would terminate upon her 
|death. Chritton, DC Ill., 6/4/59. 
| PREMIUM PAYMENT: In 1936 
|decedent transferred four insur- 
nce policies to his wife retain- 
ing no incidents of ownership, 


but he continued to pay the 
| premiums until his death on 
iJuly 15, 1954, shortly before the 


leffective date of the 1954 Code. 
The executor reported the full 
jamount of the policies as tax- 
able. On audit the IRS excluded 
|the portion of the proceeds pur- 
chased by premiums paid prior 
to January 10, 1941. The execu- 
tor claimed a refund on the 
ground that the premium pay- 
ment test was unconstitutional. 

Held: The Court agreed, say- 
that the tax is, in effect, a trans- 
fer tax upon the decedent’s net 
estate, and that no transfer oc- 
curred at the time of the deced- 
ent’s death. Longley Estate, DC 
Mich., 6/1/59. 

GIFT AND ESTATE TAXES: 
Decedent’s sister, who died three 
months before he did, left him 
her entire estate. Taxes on both 
estates were paid out of deced- 
ent’s estate and decedent’s ex- 
ecutors claimed that they were 
entitled to report the gross 
amount of the sister’s estate as 
an asset and to claim the tax as 
a deduction for property previ- 
ously taxed under Section 812(c) 
of the 1939 Code and also as an 


ordinary deduction from the 
brother’s estate under 812(b). 
Held: The court points out 


that Section 812(b) prohibits the 
deduction of estate taxes, and 
the prohibition is applicable to 
estate taxes payable with re- 
spect to the sister’s estate as well 
as those payable on the deced- 
ent’s estate. Only the net value 
of the sister’s estate after taxes 
is includible in decedent’s gross 
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estate and the deduction for 


property previously taxed could | 


not be enlarged by having the 
Sister’s estate tax paid out of | 
the second estate. Morris Estate 
(Provident Trust Co., Ex.), CA-3, | 
7/7/59. 

GIFT AND ESTATE TAXES: 
Before his death in May 1951, de- 
cedent made gifts in 1950 and 
1951 which were includible in his 
gross estate for estate tax pur- 
poses as transfers made in con- 
templation of death. No gift tax 
was paid on the 1950 transfers 
because of the available exclu- 
sions and the lifetime $30,000 
exemption, but gift tax was paid 
on the 1951 transfers. In com- 
puting the limitation on the gift 
tax credit for the estate tax re- 
turn, the executrix included the 
1950 and 1951 transfers in a sin- 
gle computation. The Commis- 
sioner computed the limitation 
of the 1951 gifts separately with- 
out any allowance for the 1950 
transfers. 


Held: The Commissioner is 
upheld. No gift tax credit was 
allowable with respect to the 


1950 transfers, for no gift tax 
was paid on them. Chapman, 32 
TC No. 53. 

INSURANCE PROCEEDS: De- 
cedent took out a policy on his 
life and named the company of 
which he was president as bene- 
ficiary. He reserved the right to 
change the pe ficiary, to as- 
sign or pledge the policy, to sur- 
render or cancel it, or to with- 
draw its cash surrender value. 
The company retained physical 
possession of the policy, carried 
it on the books as a corporate 
asset and paid the premiums. 

Held: The value of the pro- 
ceeds was properly includible in 
the insured’s gross estate because 
he possessed incidents of 
ownership at his death. The 
court rejects the executor’s ar- 
gument that the company was 
the true owner of the policy and 
the reservation of rights in the 
policy was an inadvertent error 
since the argument was not sup- 
ported by a “scintilla of evi- 
dence”. Hall, DC Maine, 6/25/59. 

COMMUNITY PROPERTY: At 
the time of decedent’s death the 
cash surrender value of the life 
insurance policies on the life of 
her husband amounted to $117,- 
400. He as the executor of her 
estate, paid a tax under rrotest 
on one-half of their cash sur- 


the 


render value and subsequently 
filed suit for refund 
Held: The one-half was prop- 


her gross estate. 
taken out dur- 
life of the in- 
premiums were 


erly included in 
The policies were 
ing the married 
sured and 


all 


paid entirely from community 
funds. Quigley, DC Wash., 6/12/ 


59. 

DIRECTORS’ FEES: Taxpay- 
er-bank paid $5,000 a year fees 
to each of its five directors. The 
revenue agent allowed only half. 

Held: On instructions as to the 
factors that determine reason- 
able compensation, the jury finds 
that the full amount was rea- 
sonable. Bank of New Smyrna, 
DC Fla., 7/14/59 

OFFICER’S COMPENSATION: 


An annual salary plus bonus 
totalling $30,000 was paid to the 
president and sole stockholder 


of a company in the business of 
writing fire and casualty insur- 
ance. 

Held: This is deemed to be 
reasonable. Since he was person- 
ally responsible for earning 90% 
of the company commissions, 
and if he had brokered the in- 
surance he secured, he would 
have earned more than the 
amount that was paid to him by 
way of salary from the corpora- 
tion. Hamilton & Co. Inc., TCM 
1959-153. 
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Divorce Law Chart 
Revised 


| 

The National Legal Aid and/| 
Defender Association has pub- | 
lished a revision of the chart, | 
“Divorce, Annulment and Separ- | 


| ation in the United States”, mak- | 
jing the information current as 


of May. 

This chart contains, in brief 
form, the laws relating to mar- 
riage, the grounds for matrimon- 
ial action and the procedures of 
the 50 states, with explanatory 
footnotes. 

This 21” x 27” chart was pre- 
pared primarily for legal assist- 
ance Officers in the military ser- | 
vice and members of the National 
Legal Aid and Defender Associa- 
tion, but it is available to law 
schools and lawyers in private 
practice at $1.00 each. 

Requests for the chart should 
be sent to National Legal Aid 
and Defender Association, Amer- 
ican Bar Center, Chicago 37, Ill. 





LEGAL NOTICES 





STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
DEPAKTMENT OF STATE 
CERTIFICATE UF DISSOLUTION 
fo ali to whom these presents may come 

Greeting: 
WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction 
by duly authenticated record of the proceed- 





‘nee for the voluntary dissolution therev 
xy the unanimous consent of all the stock- 
ividers, deposited in my office that 
OASIS TAVERN 

1 corporation of this State, whose principa 

ice is situated at No. 17 Academy Street 
in the City of Newark, County of 
State of New Jersey (Benjamin Vot 


ving the axeut therein and in charge thervu 
ipon whom process may be served). ha-~ 
omplied with the requirements of Title 14 
Corporations, General, of Revised Statutes 
of New Jersey. preliminary to the issuing 
f this Certificate of Dissolution. 

NOW, THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of 
State of the State of New Jersey. Do Hereby 
ertify that the said corporation did. on the 
[wenty-sixth day of May, 1960, file in my 
yitice a duly executed and attested consent 
n writing to the dissolution of said cor- 
oration, executed by all the stockholders 
‘hereof, which said consent and the record 
f the proceedings aforesaid are _ on file 


n my said office as provided by 
IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF. I 
have hereto set my hand and af- 
fixed my official seal. at ‘Trenton 
this Twenty-sixth day « May 
Seal) A.D)., one thousand nine hundred 
and sixty 
EDWARD J. PATTEN, 


S21.60 


Secretary of State. 
me 2, 9 ‘ 


STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
To alt to whom these presents may com: 

Greeting 
WHEREAS. It appeare to my sati 
by duly authenticated record of the proceed 
ings for the voluntary dissolution there 
yy the unanimous consent of al! the stock 
holders, deposited in my yeh that 
DALCARR Nt 


sfaction 


” 1 of this Stat Vv licse neipal 
flice is situated at No 19 "Ws Court. i 
fown of Bloomfield nty f Essex 
State New it \ (E nah A Dralzetl 
teing the axent therein and in charge thereof 
pon whom process may be served). ha 
complied with the requirements of Title 14 
Corporations, General. of Revised Statute. 
f New Jersey. preliminary to the issuing 
f this Certificate of Dissolution. 

NOW. THEREFORE, I, the Secretary o 
State of the State of New Jersey. Do Hereby 
Certify that the said corporation _ on the 
Pwr I day f May, 1960. fi mis 

iy ( ind atteste n TT) 
in writing aN the dissolntion of said cor 
poration. executed by all the stockholders 
thereof, which said consent and the 
of the proceedings aforesaid are now on 
n my said office as provided by law 
WHEREOF, 1! 


recor 


al 
ile 





IN TESTIMONY 
have hereto set my hand and af 
fixed my official seal. at renton 
this Twenty-fifth day M 
Seal) AD one thousand nine bund 
and sixty 
EDWARD J. PATTEN 
Secretary of State. 
L.J June 2, 9, 16 $21.60 
STATE OF NEW JERSEY 


DBPARTMENT OF STATE 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
To all ta whom these presenta may come 
Greeting: 
WHEREAS. It apnears to mv satisfaction 
hy duly anthenticated record of the proceed 





nes for the voluntary dissolution thereof 
hy the vnapnimeus consent of all the stock 
iiders, denosited mv office that 
P. REALTY ¢€6., INC 
1 corporation of this State hose 
fice s situated at No. 14 A 
the City f Newark, € , x 
State 1 N ‘ Te rs ‘ mn bY P apy 
heing the agent therein and: ip velisae thereut 
ipon «owhem process may be served? t 
mplied with the requirements of Title a 
Corporations. General. of Revised Statutes 
f New ze rsey. preliminary to the isesuinc 
f this rtificate of Diseolntion 
NOW, THEREFORE I. the Secretary of 


State of the State of New Jersey. Do Herebr 
Certify that the said cornoration did. on th: 
Twenty-fifth day of May 1960. file ms 
fice a duly executed and attested consent 
BD writing to the dissolution of said cor 
eration executed hy all the stockholders 
thereef, which said consent and the record 
f the proceedinge aforesaid are now on file 
d by law 





nomv said office as provide 
IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF ! 
hare hereto set mv hand and af 
fred mr official seal at Trenton 
this Twenty-fifth day f May 
Seal) on thensand nine hundred = and 
sixtr 
EPWARD Jo PATTEN 
Secretary of State 
L.J June 2. 9. 16 £21.60 
NOTICE OF HEARING 
TAKE NOTICE that the undersigned wil 
apply to the Essex €¢ — ty Court t 30th 
day of June 1960 at ten o'clock in the fore 
noon, at the Court Ho use in the City of 
Sewack and State o. New Jersey, for a 






i idgment autho ry te assum th 
same of ROBERT KENJAMIN BRANDT. 
ROBERT BENJAMIN SCHWARTZ 
KESSLER, KESSLER & HARRINGTON 

SO Mulberry Street 
Newark 2, New Jersey 
L.J.—-June 2 16, 23 $9.45 
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ATE OF NEW ore 

| DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 

may come, 


ST. 


| To all to whom these oresents 
thn 
WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction. 
by duly authenticated record of the proceed- 
ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof 
| by the unanimous —— of all the stock 
holders, deposited in office that 
BEACH H AVE N CORP. 

a corporation of this State, whose principal 


office is situated at No. 921 Bergen Avenne, 
in the City of Jersey City, County of Hudson, 
State of New Jersey (Max Druz, being 
the agent therein and in charge thereof, 
.won whom process may be eerved), has 


omplied with the requirements of Title 14. 
“orporations, General, of Revised Statutes 
at New Jersey, preliminary to the issuing 
f this Certificate of Dissolution. 

NOW. THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of 
State of the State of New Jersey. Do Hereby 
Certify that the said corporation did, on the 
Twenty-sixth day of May, 1960, file i: 
my office a duly executed and attested consen: 
in writing to the dissolution of said cor- 
poration, executed by all the stockholders 
thereof. which said consent and the record 
of the proceedings aforesaid are now on file 
in my said office as provided by law. 

TESTIMONY WHEREOF. ! 
have hereto set my hand and af 
fixed my official seal. at Trenton 
this Twenty-sixth day of ay, 


(Seal) A.D., one thousand nine hundrew 
and sixty. 
EDWARD J. PATTEN. 
Secretary of State. 

= ’ } $21.60 


STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
To all to whom these presents may come. 

Greeting: 

WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction 
hy duly authenticated record of the proceed- 
ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof 
hy the unanimous consent of all the stock- 


holders, deposited in my office that 
pti ee ra kK MACHINERY OORP 
i , Whose principal 
Passaic Avenue. 
‘ounty of Passaic, 





New Jersey (Barnett Berr, 


State of 
being the agent therein and in charge thereof 


upon whom process may be served). bas 
‘omplied with the requirements of Title 14 
Corporations, General, of Revised Statutes 
of New Jersey. preliminary to the issuing 
f this Certificate of Dissolution. 

NOW THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of 
State of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby 
Certify that the said corporation did, on the 
Pwentieth of May, 1960, file in my 
office a duly executed and attested 
n writing to the dissolution of said cor- 
noration, executed by all the stockholders 
thereof, which said consent and the recerd 
of the proceedings aforesaid are now on file 
'n my said office as provided by law. 

IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF. I 
have hereto set my hand and af- 
fixed my official neal. ae Fea 3 
this Twentieth May 
A.D., one thousand " bosdred 
and sixty 

EDWARD J. PATTEN, 
Secretary of State. 

LJ June 2. 9. 16 2 


day 
conse 


Seal) ‘nine 





STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
To all to whom these presents may come, 

Greeting: 

WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction 
by duly authenticated record of the proceed- 
ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof 
by the unanimous consent of gen stock- 
that 


holders. deposited in my office 

LOW} DONALID & CO IN¢ 

} tiem of th State Wwhese prin H 

flive tuated t & loo KR e 146 

City of Clifton, County of Pass 
Stute , “ Jersey (mil N 
being the agent therein and in charge thereof 
upon whom process may he served), has 


complied with the requirements of Title 14. 


Corporations, General, of Revised Statutes 
of New Jersey, preliminary to the issuing 
of this Certificate of Dissolution. 

NOW. THEREFORE. I, the Secretary of 


State of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby 


Certify Saas the: said = edaze be on did, on the 
j f Ma rene u 
ff i 1 V ox ted n ? t 
in writing to the dissolution ‘of. said cor- 
poration. executed by all the stockholders 
thereof, which said consent and the record 
of the proceedings aforesaid are now on file 
in my said office as provided by law. 

IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, I 

have hereto set my hand and af- 

— my official seal, at Trenton, 

Pwenty-third la 

x ) ‘ D thousa 

and fifty-nine. 

EDWARD J. PATTEN, 

Secretary of State. 

! » ; 16 £21.60 
STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
DEPARTMBNT OF STATE 

CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
To all to whom these presenta may come, 
Greeting 


WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction 
by duly authenticated record of the proceed- 
ings for the voluntary dissoiution thereof 
by the unanimous consent of all the stock- 
holders deposited in my office that 

MI CEDAR AVE. REALTY €0 
4 rporat of th Stat whose pring 

ffi sit vapid t N Sout amd Sev 
Street the of Pass ‘ 

I State of New Jersey Walter Mar 
being the agent therein and in charge thereof 
npon whom process may be served). bas 
complied with the requirements of Title 14. 
Corporations, General, of Revised Statutes 
of New Jerser. preliminary to the issuing 
if this Certificate of Dissolution 

NOW THEREFORE. I, the Secretary of 
State of the State of New Jersey. Do Herehy 
Cer*ify that ow sere poelaairs mn di d. on the 
rw nty j f M ri 
to “on. Geaatation ‘ naid cor- 
poration. executed by al! the stockholders 
thereof. which said consent and the record 
of the proceedings aforesaid are now on file 
in my said office as provided by law 
WHEREOF I 


in writing 











IN TESTIMONY 

have hereto set my hand and af- 

fixed my offie! al nea at Piha 

Ty third di { 

(Seal) A D . one meniant sine ‘hundred 

avd sixty 

EDWARD J]. PATTEN. 

Secretary of State. 
bd ne 2. 9, 16 $21.6 

IDated: May 17. 1960 

= (ot FANNIFI BERNSON deceaser 

unt to the order of DAVID H 
W +f ‘NE K ; f 








h day 


indersigne 








g the same ¢ the subser 
JOSEPH RERNSON 
MANUE oo 
HERMAN GOLDEN, Attorne) 
744 Broad Street 


Newark 2, N. J. 


LJ June 2. 9, 16, 23. 30 
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STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
OERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
To all to whom these presents may come, 

Greeting: 
WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction, 
by duly authenticated record of the proceed- 


ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof 
by the unanimous consent of all the stock- 
holders, deposited in my o' that 

PAGE ENTERPRISES, INC. 
1 corporation of this State, whose principal 
office is situated at No. 312 Weart Avenue, 
in the Township of Lyndhurst, County of Ber- 
xen, State of New Jersey (Rose Delmonico, 


being the agent therein and in charge thereof, 
upon whom process may be served), has 
complied with the requirements of Title 14. 
Corporations, General, of Revised Statutes 
of New Jersey, preliminary to the issuing 
of this Certificate of Dissolution. 

NOW THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of 
State of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby 
Certify that the said corporation did, on the 
Twenty-third day of May, 1960, file in my 
tice a duly executed’ and attested consent 
in writing to the dissolution of said cor- 
poration, executed by all the stockholders 
thereof, which sald consent and the record 
of the proceedings aforesaid are now on file 
in my said office as provided by law. 

IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, 1 
have hereto set my hand and af- 
fixed my official seal. at Trenton. 
this Twenty-third day of May, 
one thousand nine hundred 


sixty. 
EDWARD J. PATTEN. 
Secretary of State. 


June 2, 9, 16 


(Seal) 


$21.60 


STATE OF NEW JERSBY 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
To all to whom these presents may come, 

Greeting: 

WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction. 
by duly authenticated record of the proceed- 
inge for the voluntary dissolution thereof 





by the unanimous consent of all the stock- 
holders, deposited in my office that 

NEW POINT REALTY CO. 
a irporation of this State, whose principal 
flice is situated at No. 400 Trumbull Street, 
in the City of Elizabeth, County of Union, 
Stat of New Jersey (David Ross, 


being the agent therein and in charge thereof, 

upon whom process may be served), has 
complied with the requirements of Title 14, 
Corporations, General, of Revised Statutes 
of New Jersey, preliminary to the issuing 
of this Certificate of Diesolution. 

NOW, THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of 
State of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby 
Certify that the said corporation did, on the 
Twenty-fifth day of May, 1960, file in) my 
office a duly executed and attested consent 
in writing to the dissolution of eaid cor- 
poration, executed by all the stockholders 
thereof, which said consent and the record 
of the proceedings aforesaid are — on file 
in my eaid effice as provided by 

IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, I 
have hereto set my hand and af- 


fixed my official seal. at Trenton. 
this Cwenty-tifth day of May. 
(Seal) one thousand nine hundred and 


sixty 

EDWARD J. PATTEN. 
ae aad ef State. 
une ? 16 


STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
all to whom these presents may come, 

Greeting: 

WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction. 
by duly authenticated record of the p 

ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof 
by the unanimous consent of all the stock- 


To 





holders. deposited in my office that 

BE M AN" NEW BRUNSWICK, INC. 
: 1 f this State, whose principal 
‘ at No. SO Mulberry Street. 
Y t} Newark, County of Essex, 
State New Jersey (Richard F. Kessler 


being the agent therein and in charge thereof. 
upon whom process may be served), has 
complied with the requirements of Title 14. 
Corporations, General, of Revised Statutes 
of New Jersey, preliminary to the issuing 
of this Certificate of Dissolution. 

NOW, THEREFORE, I, the Secretary o: 
State of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby 
Certify that the said corporation did, on the 
Twenty-third day f ay, 1960, file in 
my office a duly executed and attested consent 
in writing to the dissolution of said cor- 
poration. executed by all the stockholders 
thereof, which said consent and the record 
of the proceedings aforesaid are now on file 
in my said office as provided by law 
IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, |! 
have hereto set my band and af- 
fixed my official a at Trenton 

s wenty-third iy of May 
A: D.. one thousand we bundred and 
eixt, 
EDWARD J. PATTEN, 
oe “4 State. 


16 





STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
7 to swhom these presents may come. 

reet 


WHEEEAS, It appeare to my satisfaction 
by duly authenticated record of the proceed 
ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof 
by the unanimous consent of all the steck- 
holders, deposited in my office that 
_BEMAN REAL — Bs 





I” this Sta rhese pri 
tive is situated at No. 80 Poel t. 
nt City Newark, County of Essex, 
Stat f New Jersey (Richard F. Kessler. 
being the agent therein and in charge thereof. 


upon whom process may be served). bas 
complied with the requirements of Title 14 
Corporations, General. of Revieed Statutes 
of New Jersey. preliminary to the iesuins 
of this Certificate of Dissolution. 

NOW. THEREFORE. I. the Secretary of 
State of the State of New Jersey. Do Hereby 
ceeareh that the pa naga did. on the 

h day ay. 1960, file in my 
ja a duly executed and attested consent 
in writing to the disselution of said cor- 
the stockholders 


the proceedings aforesaid are now on file 
in my said office ae provided by law. 

IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF. |! 
have herete set my hand and af- 
fixed my — — at Trertor 

s N ay of Mar 





(Seal) A.D. one event nine bondred 
and sixty 
EDWARD J. PATTEN. 
Secretary of State. 
L.J June 2. 9. 16, 23 $28.85 
ated: May 20, 1960 
ESTATE OF LEAH MILLER, deceased 
Pursuant to the order of DAVID 
WIENER, Surrogate of the County of 
this day made on the application of the 
undersigned, Executore of said deceased 
notice is bereby given to the creditors of 


said deceased to exhibit to the subscribers 
under oath or affirmation. their claims and 
demands against the estate of said deceased 
within six months from this date, or they 
will be forever barred from prosecuting or 
recovering the seme against the subecribers 


THE HOWARD SAVINGS INSTITUTION 
MYRA M. THOMAS 
J, ELMER HAUSMANN, Attorney 
1000 Springfield Avenue 
Irvington 11, N. J 
1.J.—May 26, June 2. 9, 16, 23 





STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
—_, to whom these presents may com: 


WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction 
by duly authenticated record of the proceed- 
ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof 
by the unanimous consent of all thé stock- 
d in my office that 





holders. depositec 
BEMAN - MORRIS PLAINS, INC 
a corporation of this State, whose principal 
office is situated at No. SO Mulber ; 
in the City of Newark, County 
State of New Jersey (Richard F. Kessler, 


being the agent therein and in charge thereof. 
upon whom process may be served). has 
complied with the requirements of Title 14 
Corporations, General, of Revieed Statutes 
of New Jersey. preliminary to the issuing 
of this Certificate of Dissolution. 

NOW, THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of 
State of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby 
Certify that the said corporation did, on the 
Twenty-third day of May, 1960, file in 
my office a duly executed and attested consent 
in writing to the dissolution of said cor- 
poration, executed by all the stockholders 
thereof. whieh said consent and the record 
of the proceedings aforesaid are now on file 
in my said office as provided by law. 

IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, I 
have hereto set my hand and af 
fixed my official seal at age 


this Twenty-third lay of 
(Seal) A.D., one thousand nine hundred and 
sixty. 
EDWARD J. PATTEN. 
Secretary of State. - 
L.J June 2, 9 6, 23 $28.35 





STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 


To ali to whem these presents may come, 
Greeting: 
WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction. 


by duly authenticated record of the proceed- 


ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof 
by the unanimous consent of all the stock- 
holders, deposited in my office that 
BEEMAN UNION, ING 

a corporation of this State, whose principa 
office is situated at No. 80 Mulberry Street, 
in the City of Newark, County of Essex 
State of New Jersey (Kicenard F. Kessler 


being the agent therein and in charge thereof. 
upon whom process may be served), has 
complied with the requirements of Title 14 
Corporations. General. of Revised Statutes 
of New Jersey. preliminary to the issuing 
of this Certificate of Dissolution. 

NOW, THEREFORE, 1. the Secretary of 
State of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby 
Certify that the said corporation did. on the 
Twenty-third day of May 1960, file 
my office a duly executed and attested consent 
in writing to the dissolution of said cor- 
poration, executed by all the stockholders 
thereof. which said consent and the record 
of the proceedings aforesaid are now on file 
in my said office as provided by law. 

IN TESTIMONY WHERPOF, I 
have hereto set my hand and af- 


fixed my official seal. at Trenton 
this Twenty-third day of May, 

(Seal) A.D.. one thousand nine hundred 
and sixty. 


EDWARD J. PATTEN 
Secretary of State 


June 2. 9, 16, 23 $: 





STATE OF NEW JERSEY 

DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 

To ali to whom these presents may come 

Greeting: 

WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction 
by duly authenticated record of the proceed- 
ings for the voluntary dissolution thereo: 
by the unanimous conseat of all the stuck- 
holders, deposited in my office that 

BEMAN CANDIES, IN¢ 

a corporation of this State, whose 
office is situated at No. So Mulberry 
in the City of Newark, © 
State of New Jersey (Richar r 
being the agent therein aud in charge thereof, 
upon whom process may be served), has 
complied with the requirements of Title li 
Corporations, General, of Kevised Statutes 
of New Jersey. preliminary to the issuing 
of this Certificate of Dissolution. 

NOW, THEREFORE, 1, the Secretary of 
State of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby 
Certify that the said corporation did, on the 
Twenty-third day May, 1960, file i 
my office a dul y executed and attested consent 
in writing to the dissolution of said cor 
poration, executed by all the stockholders 
thereof, which said consent and the record 
of the proceedings aforesaid are now on file 
in my said office as provided by law. 

IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, 1 
have herewo set my hand and af- 
fixed my official seal. at Trenton. 
this Twenty-thi »f ay, 
A.D., one Areca nine hundred 
and sixty. 
EDWARD J. PATTEN 
— of State. 

un 16, 


23 











(Seal) 





STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
To all to whom these presents may come 

Greet in, 

WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction 
by duly authenticated record of the proceed 
ings for tbe voluntary dissolution thereof 





by the unanimous consent of all the stock- 
bolders. deposited in my office that 
B agin oleae INC 
this State. whose 
at No. SO Mult 
Newark, ¢ 
Jersey (Rick 





sana the agent therein and in oak thereof 
upon whom process may served). has 
complied with the requirements of Title 14 
Corporations. General. of Revised Statutes 
of New Jersey. preliminary to the issuin 
of this Certificate of Dissolution. 

NOW. THEREFORE, I. the Secretary of 
State of the State of New Jersey. Do Hereby 
Certify that the said corporation did, on the 
Twenty-third day ’ ay, 1960, file 
my office a duly executed and attested consent 
in writing to the dissolution of said cor- 
neration, executed by all the stockholders 
thereof. which said consent and the record 
of the proceedings aforesaid are — on file 
{in my said office as provided by 

IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, I 
Leve hereto set my hand and af- 








fixed my official seal, at Trentop 
this Twenty-third day of May. 
‘Seal) A.D.. one thousand nine hundred 
and sixty. 
EDWARD J. PATTEN. 
a etal of State. 
LJ June 6, 23 $28.35 
| ESTATE OF FREDERICK T. WARD, 
deceased. 
NOTICE OF SETTLEMENT 
Notice ia herehy given that the accounts 
of the subscriber. Substituted Trustee of 
the trnst set op mnder Item 4 of the last 
will and testament of FREDERICK T. 
WARD. deceased, will be andited and stated 


by the Surrogate and reported for settlement 
to the Feeex County Conrt, Probate Division, 
on Tuesday, the 14th day of June next. 





Dated: Mary 5. 1980 
THE NATIONAL STATE BANK OF 
NEWARK successor by consolidation 
with Merchants and Newark Trust 
Company of Newark. New Jersey) 

(bester K. Ligham, Attorney 

744 Broad Street 

Newark 2. N J 

| L.J.—May 12, 19, 26, June 2. 9 


STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
To all to whom these presents may come, 

Greeting: 

WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction, 
by duly authenticated record of the proceed- 
ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof 
by the unanimous consent of all the stock- 





holders, deposited in my office that 
SOLVENTS TRANSPORT, INC. 

1 of this State, whose principal 

itfice s ated at No 3 West 4th Av e, 

in the Borough of R », County of Union, 

State of New Jersey (Constance Nieske, 


being the agent therein and in charge thereof, 
upon whom process may be served), has 
complied with the requirements of Title 14 
Corporations, General. of Revised Statutes 
of New Jersey, preliminary to the issuing 
of this Certificate of Dissolution. 

NOW, THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of 
State of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby 
Certify that yr? said corporation did, on the 
Twenty-tifth f May, 1960, file in my 
ffi 1 duly executed and attested consent 
in writing to the dissolution of said cor- 
the steckholders 


poration, executed by all 
thereof, which said Sloe and the record 
of the proceedings aforesaid are now on file 


in my said office as provided by law. 
IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF. I | 
have hereto set my hand and af- 
fixed my offic seal, at Trenton 








Twenty h day May 
(Seel) one thonsand nine hundred and 
sixty. 
EDWARD J. PATTEN. 


Secretary of State. 
1..J June 2, 9, 16 $2 


SPATE OF NEW JERSEY 


DEPARTMENT OF STATE - 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
To ali to whom these presents may come, 
Greetin 


WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction, 


by duly authenticated record of the proceed 
ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof 
by the unanimous ent of all the stock- 
holders, deposited in mv office that 


HADCO CORPORATION 
tien t Ww 






“New . (Harry A. De 


Sta Jers ne 

Oeing the agent therein aid in charge the rreof. 
upon whom process v be served). has 
complied with the requirements of Title 14. 
‘corporations, Geueral, of R vised Statutes 
of New Jersey. preliminary to the issuing 


of this Certificate of Dissolution. 

NOW. THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of 
State of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby 
Certify that the said corporation did, on the 


Nineteenth day of May 1960, file in my 
th a duly exeented and attested consent 
in writing to the dissolution of said cor- 
poration, executed by all the stockholders 
thereof, which said consent and the record 


of the proceedings aforesaid are now on file 
in my said office as provided by law. 
WHEREOF, I! 





IN TESTIMONY 
nave hereto set my hand and af- 
fixed my official seal. at Trenton. 
this Nineteenth lay of May, 
(Seal) A.D.. _— thousand nine hundred 
and fifty-nin 
EDWARD. ‘  PATTEN, 
Sec retary of State 
ae Tun ‘ 16 $21.60 
STATE OF NEW peo tS 
DEPARTMENT OF ST. 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 


all te whom these presents may come. 
Greetina: 
WHEREAS. It appears to my satisfaction 
by duiy authenticated record of the p 

ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof 
hy the unanimous consent of all the stock- 


To 






holders. denosited tn my office that 
EFT REALTY CORP 
i rr» s State, whose principal 
ffi is it: No 77 Passaic Avenne 
1 ie ¢ issaie, County of Passa > 
Stat o Xi w Jersey (Barnett rr, 


being the ‘agent therein and in charge thereof. 
upon whom process may served). has 
complied with the requirements of Title 14. 
Corporations, General. of Revised Statutes 
of New Jersey. preliminary to the issuing 
of this Certificate of Dissolution. 

NOW. THEREFORE. I. the Secretary of 
State of the State of New Jersev. Do Herehr 
Certify that the sald eorporation “se on the 
Twentieth day fF May 1960. fil in my 
fh 1 duly exeenuted and att 
in writing to the diseolntion of eaid cor- 
poration. exeented by all the stockholders 
thereof. which eaald consent and the record 
of the nroceedings aforesaid are now on file 
in mr eatd office ae provided by law 


ested consent 



















IN TESTIMONY WHFREOF. 1 
have hereto eet mv hand and af 
fixed mr official acal at Trenton 
this Twentieth eav of May 
(Seq!) apn one thonsand nine hondr 
and eixty 
FYWARD J PATTEN 
Verretary at State. 
L.J June 2. 9. 16 $21.60 
SHERIFF'S SALE 
STPERIOR (CHAN.) D-110 
STPERIORN COURT OF NEW. JERSEY, 
CHANCERY DIVISION, ESSEX COUNTY. 
DOCKET NO eas 59—Between Walnut 
‘ corporation of New 
nad Nomis Realty Corpora- 
f New Jersey, et als 
For sale of mort 
writ o 
expose 
om B-16, 
Tuesday, 
28 2 
ring tract 
nafter 
and 
“ounty, 





<, Essex ¢ 
ws: 





w v MvtT 
BE GINNING 

f Orchard and 

running (1) sonth 

west along the iste ine 

street 144 feet and 3 hi indree 

northerly line of Seott 


2) along sam th 67 a 





o t 
iths of 
street: thence 
ninntes 
degrees 
4-tenths of 1 
31> min- 
t , Kinney 
hundredths of a foot: 
es 45 minutes 
ne of East Kinney 
the same north 
and 29 





to the 





thenee (5 22 


121) feet: 


east 




















thence (5) 
100 feet to the southerly 
: and thence (6) along 
31 minutes west 
of a_i foot to “the 


street 
degrees 
hundredths plac of 
BE GINNING. 

ommonly known as 31-33 E. Kinney 
and 68 Orchard street. Newark. N. J. 
approximate amount of the Judgment 
satisfied by said sale is the sum of 
Thousand One Hundred and Thirtr- 
and Ninety-Six Cents ($19.- 
132.96). together with the costs of this sale. 

Newark, N. J.. May 23, 1960. 
NEIL G. DUFFY, Sheriff. 

MeGlynn, Stein & MeGlynn, Attorneys. 
L.J.—June 2, 9, 16, 23 34.65 





67 





street 
The 
he 
Nineteen 
Two Dollars 


to 














| Morris Masor. 





that I will apply to the 
‘ourt on June 30, 1960, at 
Courthouse in Newark, N. J. 
authorizing Daniel Hoff- 
to assume the name of 


TAKE 
Essex 
10 


NOTICE 
County 
A.M. at the 
udgment 
infant, 
Piegaro. 
ROCCO PIEGARO, 
Attorney 
24 — Pl ace 

. N. J. 








Guardian ad litem 


| Newark 2 


L.J.—June 2. 9. $8.19 


STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
To all to whom these presents may come, 

Greeting : 

WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction, 
by duly authenticated record of the proceed- 
ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof 
by the unanimous consent of all the stock- 
holders, deposited in my office that 

LYDIA HOMES, INC. 

a corporation of this State, whose principal 
office is situated at No. 98 First Avenue, in 
the Borough of Atlantic Highlands, County 
of Monmouth, State of New Jersey (Mary 
D. Sodon, being the agent therein and in 
charge thereof, upon whom process may be 
served), has complied with the requirements 
of Title 14, Corporations, General, of Revised 
Statutes of New Jersey, preliminary to the 
issuing of this Certificate of Dissolution. 

NOW. THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of 
State of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby 
Certify that the said corporation did, on the 
Thirteenth day of May, 1960, file in my 
office a duly executed and attested consent 
in writing to the dissolution of said cor- 
poration, executed by all the stockholders 
thereof, which said consent and the record 
| of the proeeedings aforesaid are now on file 
| in my said office as provided by law. 

IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF., I 
bave hereto set my hand and af- 








fixed my official seal, at re 
this Thirteenth day of 
(Seal) A.D., one thousand nine mene 
and sixty. 
EDWARD J. PATTEN, 
Secretary of State. 
L.J.—May 19, 26, June 2 $21.60 
Dated: May 4, 1960 
= ATE OF HARRY TALBERT, deceased. 
irsuant to the order of AVID H. 





Ww (ENER, Surrogate of the County of Essex, 


this day made on the application of the 
undersigned, Executrix of said deceased, 
netice is hereby given to the creditors of 
said deceased to exhibit to the subscriber, 


under oath or affirmation, their claims and 


demands against the estate of said deceased 
within six months from this date, or they 
will be forever barred from prosecuting or 


the same against the subscriber. 
FRIEDA TALBERT 
Riker, Danzig, Marsh & Scherer, 
744 Broad Street 

Newark 2, N 
L.J May 12 2 


recovering 


Attorneys 


19, 26, June 2, 9 





Dated: May 17, 1960 
OF WILLIAM BAUMER, deceased. 

Pursuant to the order of DAVID H. 
WIENER, Surrogate of the County of Essex, 
this day made on the application of the under- 
signed, Executor of said deceased, notice is 
hereby given to the creditors of said deceased 
to exhibit to the subscriber, under oath or 
affirmation, their claims and demands against 
the estate of said deceased within six months 
from this date, or they will be forever barred 


ESTATE 


from prosecuting or recovering the same 
against the subscriber. 

LAWRENCE BAUMER 
BURNETT B. ZIMMERMAN, Attorney 


24 Commerce Street 
Newark 2, N. J. 
L.J May 26, June 2, 9, 


16, 23 





= OF NEW ot 
DEPARTMENT OF STA 
CERTIFIOATE OF DISSOLUTION 
To ali to whom these presents may come, 

Greeting: 

WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction. 
by duly authenticated record of the proceed- 
ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof 
by the unanimous consent of all the setock- 
holders, deposited in my office that 

CLARA HOMES, INC. 

a corporation of this State, whose principal 
office is situated at No. 290 Hobart Street, 
in the City of Perth Amboy, County of Mid- 
diesex, State of New Jersey (Norman Tanz- 
man, being the agent therein and in 
charge thereof, upon whom process may be 
served), has complied with the requirements 
of Title 14, Corporations, General, of Revised 
Statutes of New Jersey, preliminary to the 
issuing of this Certificate of Dissolution. 

NOW, THEREFORE, I. the Secretary of 
State of the State of New Jersey. Do Hereby 
Certify that the said corporation did. on the 
Twenty-fifth day of April, 1960, file in my 
office a duly executed and attested consent 
in writing to the dissolution of said cor- 
poration, executed by all the stockholders 
thereof. which said consent and the record 
of the proceedings aforesaid are now on file 
in my said office as provided by law. 

IN TESTIMONY WHERBOF, I 
have hereto set my hand and af- 
fixed my official seal. at Trenton. 
this Twenty-fifth day of April. A.D., 


STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 

To all to whom these presents may 


Greeting: Come, 
WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfacticg 
by duly authenticated record of the proceed, 
ings for the voluntary dissolution theres 


by the unanimous consent of all the Stock. 
holders, deposited in my office thar 
JOHNSON TERRACE ESTATES 
a corporation of this State, whose p 
office is situated at No. 98 First Ay 
the Borough of Atlantic Highlands, ¢ 
of Monmouth, State of New Jersey 
D. Sodon, being the agent therein 
charge thereof, upon whom process my i 
served), has complied with the requirem : 
of Title 14, Corporations, General, of R 
Statutes of New Jersey, preliminary 
issuing of this Certificate of Disso.utiog 
NOW THEREFORE, I, the Secretary » 
State of the State of New Jersey, Do Hers : 
Certify that the said corporation did, op the 
Thirteenth day of May, 1960, fil» in 2 
ce a duly executed and attested sy 
in writing to the dissolution of 
poration, executed by all the 
thereof, which said consent and 






vusen: 
Bald cor. 
stockholder 

the reno 





of the proceedings aforesaid are now 


aw 


in my said office as provided by 
IN TESTIMONY WHE 
have hereto set my hand 
fixed my official seal, at 
this Thirteenth day 
A.D., one thousand nine 
and sixty. 

EDWARD J. PATTEN, 
Secretary of State. 
L.J.—May 19, 26, June 2 








(Seal) 





SHERIFF'S SALE 
SUPERIOR (CHAN.) D-102 
SUPERIOR COURT OF NEW JE; 
CHANCERY DIVISION, ESSE} 
DOCKET NO. F-761-59 Bet 
Gelber, Trustee of the Estate of 
Gelber, Deceased. Plaintiff, and Ca 
R. Stevens and Frank R. Stevens 
band: United States Inve 
a New Jersey corporation ; 
facturing Co., a New a 
Irvmar Investment, Ltd., a Lin 
ship; General Investment Cor 
New Jersey corporation, Defendants. Baa 
tion for Sale of Mortgaged Prem:s 
By virtue of the above sta 
Execution, to me directed, I « 
for Sale by Public Vendue in R 
the Court House, in Newark, 
the l4th day of June, 
(Prevailing Time), all 
or parcel of land and the 
after particularly described, 
and being in the City of 
County, New Jersey: 
BEGINNING at a point i 
line of High Street distant 2 
ly from the old northerly li 
street now (West Market street 
being directly in range of the « 
of the building standing on ¢ 
adjoining the premises herein des 
thence running (1) south 62 deg 
utes east passing along the n 
of the building above mentioned 
tinuation thereof 100 feet to 
to Saint Philip Neri Church ; 
the same parallel with High : 8 
degrees east 20.50 feet: 
62 degrees 40 minutes west 4: 
brick wall; thence (4) along t 
28 degrees east 0.25 feet to > oD 
side of the building on the premises’ 
described; thence (5) along said wall ins 
northwesterly direction 12 feet; thence 
south 28 degrees west 0.33 feet t 
ter of a party wail dividing 
herein described from the hous: 
on the north: thence (7) north 
west passing through the center 
wall 45.73 feet to the easterly 





























street; thence (8) along the same 
degrees west 20.62 feet to PUL‘ 
GINNING. 


Being known and designated 
High street, Newark, New Jersey 
The approximate amount of 
to be satisfied by said sale 
Fourteen Thousand Five Hundr 
ty Dollars and Eighty-Five C¢ 
.85), together with the costs 
Newark, N.J.. May 9, 1960. 
NEIL G. DUFFY, Sher: 
Martin Gelber, Attorney. 
L.J.—May 19, 26, June 2, 9 






TAKE NOTICE that the und 


apply to the Essex County 
House, Newark, New Jersey on 
at 10:00 A.M. for a judgmer 


her 


him to assume the name Robe 
BOBBY RAY DIXON 





ESTATE OF 
deceased. 
Pursuant to the order of DAVID JG. 

WIENER, Surrogate of the County of Essex, 


this day made on the application of the 
undersigned, Executor of said deceased, 
notice is hereby given to the creditors of 


said deceased to exhibit to the subscriber, 

under oath or affirmation, their claims and 

demands against the estate of said deceased 

within six months from this date, or they 

will be forever barred from prosecuting or 

Tecovering the same against the subscriber. 
SAUL TISCHLER 

SAUL TISCHLER, Attorney 

868 Broad Street 

Newark 2, N. 


L.J.—May 19, 26, June 2, 9, 16 





TAKE NOTICE THAT the undersigned 
will apply to Essex County Court on the 9th 
day of June, 1960 at ten o'clock in the 
forenoon at the Court House. Newark, New 
Jersey, for a judgment authorizing him to 
assume the name of Leon Victor Talabac, Jr. 

LEONIDA THEODORE V. TALABAC 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
Samuel Rosenblatt 
484 Bloomfield Avenue 
Montclair, New Jersey 


L.J.—May 12, 19, 26, June 2 $8.82 





SUPERIOR COURT OF NEW JERSEY 
CHANCERY DIVISION — ESSEX COUNTY 
DOCKET NO. C.1539-49 
Civil Action 
ON THIRD INTERMEDIATE ACCOUNT 
NOTICE OF SETTLEMENT 


In the Matter of ) 
HUR WECKER ) 


ART 
An Incompetent ) 
Notice is hereby given that the account 
of the subscriber, RICHARD L. AMSTER, 
Guardian of the person and property of 


Arthur Wecker, an incompetent, of the City 
of East Orange, Essex County, New Jersey. 
will be audited and stated by the Clerk of 
the Superior Court of New Jersey and re- 
ported for settlement to the Superior Court 


of New Jersey, Chancery Division, Kesex 
County. on the 24th day of June, 1960, at 
10:00 A.M., at the Hall of Records. High 
and Market Streets, Newark, New Jersey. 
DATED: May 9th. 19 

Richard L. Amster, Guardian 
Richard L. Amster 


Attorney Pro Se 
11 Commerce Street 
Newark 2, New Jersey 





L.J.—May 12, 19, 26. June.2 $21.42 


(Seal) one thousand nise hundred and|ppreR FREDERICK WILLIAMS 
sixty. . 3 North Arlington Avenue 
EDWARD J. PATTEN. East Orange, New Jersey 
Secretary of State. Attorney for Plaintiff 
L.J.—May 19, 26, June 2 $21.60 |. J.—May 12. 19. 26. June 2 
3 ee ae 
Dated: May 10, 1960 NOTICE OF HEARING 
JAMES R. CHALMERS Take Notice that the i “ 


apply to the Union County 
10th day of June, 1960. at 1 
the forenoon, at the Court 
City of Elizabeth. New Jersey 
ment authorizing him to assume 
of EDWARD CIDERN. my 

Edward Zduo 
Esq. 





Franklin Swersky, 
744 Broad Street 
Newark 2. New Jersey $9.45 
L.J.—May 12, 19, 26, June - = 








Dated: May 

ESTATE OF OSCAR GLASS 
Pursuant to the order of 
WIENER, Surrogate 


¢DavID E 
of the County of 
this day made on the application of 


undersigned, Executrix of 


notice is hereby given to the creditars c 


























aaid deceased. to exhibit to the subscribe 
under oath or affirmation, their yy eer 
demands against the estate of said oe 
within six months from this date, of = 
will be forever barred from Ligation 
recovering the same against the 80 
ANNA GLASS 
WIDMARK & GOLDBERG, torn 
10 Commerce Court 
Newark 2. 
,.J.—May 26, June 2, 9, 15, 2 
NOTICE OF APPLICAT (ON FUL 
CHANGE OF NAME ais 
TAKE NOTIC E tl tk ris / 
make application to the Ess 
Court H use, Newark, New 
30, 1960, at 10 0 *k i r 
a judgment to ass tl 
Ann Merritt ese 
BRENDA ANN MERA " 
BELL & ADUBATO 
380 Main Street 
East Orange, New Jersey 394 
L.J..June 2, 9, 16, 
red 
TAKE NOTICE that the unde reigned oe 


10 A.M. 
1960 at 10 New 


apply on Jnne 16, ; 
ee kK 


Essex County Court, 





for a judgment authorizing them % Pay 
the names of Edmund D. paar re 
Bennett, Joyce Ann Bennett ane = 
topher Bennett. ; 
Edmondo Benedetti ye 
y and 
Benedetti, individua!l) rape ABS 


natural guardians oe 2 
Benedetti and Jobn Chris 
Benedetti. 
Attorneys of the Applicant 
Lum, Fairlie & Foster 
605 Broad Street 
Newark 2, New Jersey. 
L.J.—May 19, 26, June 


topbe? 


2.9 


8 
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wee, LEGAL NOTICES LEGAL NOTICES LEGAL NOTICES LEGAL NOTICES LEGAL NOTICES 
sTATE OF NEW JERSEY STATE OF NEW JERSEY SHERIFF'S SALE = OF NEW J EY STATE OF NEW JE » 
DEPARTMENT po STATE = DEPARTMENT OF STATE SUP E RIOR (CHAN.) D-107 DEPARTMENT OF ohare DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
= cERTIFICATE O ISSULUTIO>D | CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION SUVERIOR COURT OF NEW JERSEY, CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
= xs to schom these vresents may come to to whom these presents may come, : CHANCERY DIVISION, ESSEX COUNTY, 71 oe to whom these presents may come. tee to whom these presents may come, 
: ‘ JOCKET #$F-1496-59 - Between Charles reeting: reeting: 
x WaEnEAS. It oo - = aan. WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction. | F. Snover, et als., plaintiffs, and Helen WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction. WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction. 
7 oy duly & es ntar, dissolution theres; | OY duly authenticated record of the proceed-/ Alexander, now known as Helen Alexander | bY duly authenticated record of the proceed- | by duly authentieated record of the proceed- 
aa as for the vo — ey pret ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof | Reed, et al., def t Execution for sale | inxs for the voluntary dissolution thereof |ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof 
action os tbe prt pe in that by the usanimous consent of all the stock- | of Mortgaged Pr >, by the unanimous consent of all the stock- | by the unanimous Page of all the stock- 
Poceed. wolders. deposite HEAT ee holders, deposited in my office that By virtue of above stated writ of Scnttenenen in my office that holders, deposited in my office that 
therest : thle Sate, rincipal MARTIN & BROWN INC. Bekera ta se ‘a | aa wee ae H ER AND JOHNSTON, INC. KAPLAN-FRIEDIN. INC. 
Stock. 1 corporat” sted at No. 60 ? & corporation of this State, whose principal | Sale by Public in Room B-16 at|%,¢oFporation of this State, whose principal | a corporation of this State, whose principal 
. ac t f "ccumek ‘ier if bcs office is situated at No. 17 Main Street, in| the Court House, Newark, on Tuesday office is situated at No. 3297 Hudson Boule- | office is situated at No. 17 Academy Street, 
8 the City OF - ° ‘ the Borough of Matawan, County of Mon-| the 2ist day of next, at 1:30 P. mM. | Yard, in the City of Jersey City, County of] in the City of Newark, County of Essex, 


te of New i. ov. Wee, mouth, State of New Jersey ecems L. Lov-| (prevailing time) 
ing the agent the aa Be preg bas | ‘tt: being the agent therein and in charge] parcel of ; premises hereinafter 
sp = as ait og of Title 14. snerent be oe = process ies be served), particularly "situate, lying and 
wi serpents General, of Revised Statutes in mypiied wit General’ of Revised fr —— oe City of Newark, Essex County, 
may ie , New Jersey, pre Das to the issuing | itis 6 Lge imi nary to the issu- BEGINNING in the « aster y line of Broad 
: is Certiticate of Dissolution. ing of this f Dissolution. street at a point the a 

soW THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of | ““NGw, THEREFORE, 1. the Secretary of | and seventy-five fee 
of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby | state of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby | csuthoacterly 
that the said corporation did, on the | Certify that the said corporation did, on the asmcele oe 
eth day of May, 1960, file in my] Twentieth day of May, 1960, file in my | + - 
executed and attested consent} office a duly executed and attested consent 


Hudson, State of New Jersey (Frank A.| State of New Jersey (S. Arthur Stern, 
Boehler, being the agent therein and in| being the agent therein and in charge thereof. 
charge thereof, upon whom process may be| upon whom process may be served). has 
served) has complied with the requirements | complied with the requirements of Title 14. 
of Title 14, Corporations, General, of Revis- | Corporations, General. of Revised Statutes 
ed Statutes of New Jersey, preliminary to] of New Jersey, preliminary to the issuing 
. t > hundred | e_ issuing of this Certificate of Dissolution. of this Certificate of Dissolution. 
a distant one hundred | “NOW. THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of |_ NOW, THEREFORE. 1. the Secretary of 
Southerly from the | state of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby | State of the State of New Jersey. Do Hereby 
Broad and Clark | Gertity that the said corporation did, on the | Certify that the said corporation did, on the 
r Street) streets: | Sixteenth day of May, 1960, file in my| Sixteenth day of May, 1960, file in my 
igles from Broad | office a duly executed and attested consent | Office a duly executed and attested consent 





the following tract or 
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thence running at 



















































EU; a treet » op] I } fe re . ; : 

D the riting to the dissolution of said cor-|{n writing to the dissolution of ca eae booeee caste riy one hundred feet more OT | in writing to the dissolution of said cor-|i0 writing to the dissolution of said cor- 

2 3 jon, executed by all the stockholders | poration, executed by all the «a lias keuben D. Baldwins pene thence | poration, executed by all the stockholders | poration, executed by all the stockholders 

onsen wmeot, which said consent and the record | thereof, which said consent and the pean Arey same parallel cy thence at Fight | catreet, SOND Sal consent and She sevens | Sa Scndian alaeada Gee uae ae oe 

1d cor. / the proceedings aforesaid are now on file | of the proceedings aforesaid are now on file| \ ui. Be ih eta ehe ne. Wiehe Loe toe Prete anne: SICROSEEE SEG WOW: Oi Mle,p es toe Ut ocec comme aeurcen alc: mate ae ane 
ac pe pr wid ir 4@ | angles to B str sterly one hundred | in my said office as provided by law in my said office as provided by law. 

‘bolder ~ m, said office as provided by law. | in my said office as provided by law. feet the Broad net : : : ort y Y IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF I 
record 22: “\ TESTIMONY WHEREOF, 1| IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, 1 and beng eanceg seeteaent sauaee Se ae SEER ton ae Ee a have hereto set my hand and af- 
D fle have bereto set my hand and af- have hereto set my hand and af-| i. foot to the p EGINNING : pat gees weve Orgiors ~~ = fixed my official seal. at Trenton 

ex ficial eeal, at Tremton fixed my official seal, at Trenton ai : ime a ie’ siscidglar herent i Gy Rag beh bas is Sixtee ay ; 
fix d sé nt a pa : " tet! tas Mi: feing commonly as 286 Broad this Sixteenth day of May this Sixteenth day of May, 
i wentieth day of May this wentieth ay of A Prete Penal > sachet — 3 ~ | (Seal) A.D.. one thousand nine hundr 
} treet, Newark, N Jer Seal ‘ rdres ea ed 
2) AD., one thousand nine bundred | (Seal) og <r thousand nine hundred eds approximate HE Ah ‘eisai (Seal) 2) oe thousand nine hundre pe Py dre 
nd sixty. and six ’ : ‘ pt car 6 > ~ EDWARD J. PATTEN 
to be satisfied by said sale is the sum of EDWARD J. PATTEN. : 
WARD J. PATTEN, BDW ‘ABD J. PATTEN, Five Thousand Three H mndre ) and seventies Secretaru of State. Secretary of State. 
Bec retary of ae I LJ M: ; mae 7 _— 2 seven Do and Sixty-Fiv nts ($5,377- | L.J.—May 26, June 2, 9 $21.60 | L.J.--May 19, 26, June 2 $21.60 
\ June 2 $21.60 | L.. iy 26, June 2, $21.60 | “oe ce wattac Sie ake a 
‘ } 65), togethe t sts a this sale 
1 Newark, \. J iy 16, 1960 - Dated: May 9, 1960 
eas —oaanee | G. DUFFY, Sheriff. STATE OF NEW JERSEY ESTATE OF MADGE IRENE EBERT, 

; ia a Oe ere , DEPARTMENT OF STATE leceased 
+ ‘ so | STATE OF NEW JERGRT Charles F. Suover, Attorney CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION Purse 

— Pe ao May 20, 1960 | DEPARTMENT OF STAT L.J.—May 26, 3 2, 9, 16 $30.24 . - aU : Pursuant to the order of DAVID H. 

TATE UF ISRAEL ROSENBERG, CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION mas rae: a la Aa these presents may come. | wiiNER, Surrogate of the County of Essex, 
as 2 _ To all to whom these presenta may come detention —§ this day made on the application of the 
yorsuant to the order of DAVID H. WIEN. | ‘Greeting: sia SHERIFF'S SALE WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction. | undersigned, Executor of said deceased, 
ck. Surrogate of the County of Essex, this WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction SUPERKI CHAN) D-106 by duly authenticated record of the preceed- | notice is hereby given to the creditors of 
us made on the application of the under- | ny duly authenticated record of the proceed: | SUPERIOR COURT OF NEW JERSEY, | !28® for the voluntary dissolution thereof | said deceased to exhibit to the subscriber. 
ygoed, administrator of said deceased, notice | 'ngs for the voluntary dissolution thereof CHANCERY DIVISION : COUNTY, | DY the unanimous consent of all the stock- | under oath or affirmation, their claims and 
, erevy given to the creditors of said de-/ hy the unanimous consent of all the etock-| POCKET +F-1529-59 — Be en Charles | bolders, deposited in my office that demands against the estate of said deceased 
~ased to exbibit to the subscriber, under | holders. denosited in my office that F. Snover, et a Plaintiffs. and Helen 546 BERGEN AVE. INC. vey within six months from this date, or they 
ath or ¢ afir mation, mae claims aad ae} INSTRUMATIC CORPORATION Alexander, now known as Helen Alexander | 2_corporation of this State, whose principal | will be forever barred from prosecuting or 
. f id deceased within six | ‘orporation of this State. whose princi pip ~d, “hy Defendants. Exe ution For office is situated at No. 546 Bergen Avenue, | recovering the same inst the _ 
s from this pes or they will be for- | e is situated at No. 77 So. Mu Avenue, .. a = pias in the City of Jersey City, County of Hudson, BERNARD ESEDMA 
r barred from prosecuting or recovering | Cc of East Orange, f Essex stated writ of | State of New Jersey (Nathan Weintraub, | KOEHLER, AUGENBLICK & fREEDMAN, 
same against the subscriber. State of New Jersey (Allen J. Simonson rected, I shall expose | beimg the agent therein and in charge there- Attorneys 
HENRY J. ROSENBERG sing ie agent therein and in ee there sista ‘‘n Boom 116 at of, upon whom process may be served). has |i7 Academy Street 
SSLER. KBSSLER & HARRINGTON ipon whom precess may be eerved), ha- ~~ paneer Taaaape Tuesday, | CPmPlied with the requirements of Title i4. | Newark 2, N. J. 
torneys -omplied with the requirements of Title ay win ig 1 20 PM Corporations. General. of Revised Statutes | 1..J.—uMay 19. 26, June 2, 9, 16 
treet | Corporations, General, of Revised Statutes ae = “~., | of New Jersey. preliminary to the issuing — 











rk 2. N f New Jersey, preliminary to the issuing = : tract | of this Certificate of Dissolution. 
May 2 2, 9, 16, 23 f this Certificate of Dissolution. he mises herein- NOW. THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
ens NOW. THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of scribed tuate, lying | State of the State of New Jersey, Do Herebr DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
oes Cae 5 a | State of the State of New Jersey. Do Hereby City f Newark, Essex | Certify that the sald corporation did. on the CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
STATE OF NEW JERSEY | Certify that the said corporation did. on the Seventeenth day of May, 1960, file in my| To all to whom these presenta may come, 
rel DEPARTMENT OF STATE | Twentieth day of May, 1960, file in my sterly side of Broad | office a duly executed and attested consent Greeting: 
P, Ay. ERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION | office a duly executed and attested consent tant two hundred | in writing to the dissolution of said cor- WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction 
Essex Io 6 % s of a foot] poration. execnted by all the stockholders | by duly authenticated record of the proceed- 


whom these presents may come, | in writing to the dissolution of said cor- 
| noration, executed by all the stockholders 


It appears to my satisfaction, | thereof. which said consent and the record 

















southerly line | thereof. which eaid consent and the record | ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof 
rement hts of the proceedings aforesaid are now on file | by the unanimous consent of all the stock 























enticated record of the proceed- | of the proceedings aforesaid are now on file eing in former|{n my said office as provided ns law. holders. deposited in my office that 
voluntary dissolution thereof | in my said office as provided by law. wo hundred forty-one IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, 1 A. JAFFE COMPANY, INC. 
ous consent of all the stock- | IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF. 1 r from p arker Street have hereto set my hand and af- ‘ . State, whose p 
ted in my office that | have hereto set my hard and af- nd as the north-easterly fixed my official seal. at Trentor : No. 24 Es lison “ 
ST. REALTY CORPORATION fixed my official seal. at Trenton fore conveyed by this Seventeenth day of May, A.D.. | i i Newark, County of Essex. 
of this State, whose principal this Twentieth day of May A.D Mart Bargin (or Ber (Seal) one thousand nine hundred and| State of New Je (Jerome L. Trachtenbe Tit, 
ituated at No. 298 Delancy ‘Street | (Seal) one thousand nine hundred and ' sixty. being the agent thereim and in charge thereof 
ty of Newark, County of Essex, | sixty. EDWARD J. PATTEN. upon whom process may be served) has 
"New Jersey (W. B. Glacken, | EDWARD J. PATTEN. . Secretary of State. complied with the requirements of Tith 14 
ut therein and in charge thereof, Secretary of State 3 L.J.—May 26. June 2, 9 $21.60 | Corporations. General. of Revised Statutes 
process may be served), has | /.J.—May 26, June 2, 9 $21.60 - ee een, ees = issuing 
t 0 1s ertificate o issolution. 
Pee —— of Title 14, | g SUPERIOR COURT OF NEW JERSEY NOW. THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of 
seneral, of Revised Statutes | STALE OF NEW JERSEY Ji CHANCERY DIVISION ESSEX couUNTy | State of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby 
ee Ba the issuing | _ DEPARTMENT OF STATE ; : "emake a Certify that the said corporation did. on the 
ate 0} issolution. CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 4 (1. S$) STATE OF NEW "Y to First | Sixteenth day of May, 1960, file in my 


1 0 melee Arares corner. | Office a duly executed and attested ney 
tae ar ae ae ae tPORATION, @ corpor-| iy writing to the dissolutien of sal 
sles dl chev hes poration, executed by all the stockbel aere 
YOU ARE HEREBY SUMMONED AND | thereof. which said consent and the record 
REQUIRED to serve npon Samuel Dreskin. | of the proceedings aforesaid are now on file 
plaintiff's attorney whose address is 744] in my said office as provided by law 
: Street Newark, New Jersey, ar IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF. I! 





REFORE, I, the Secretary of | To all to whom these presents may come, 
State of New Jersey, Do Hereby | Greeting: 

the said corporation did, on the | WHEKEAS, Lt appears to my satisfaction. 
f— May, 1960, file in my | by duly authenticated record of the proceed- 
executed and attested consent | ings for the voluntary dissolution sheres: 
the dissolution of said cor- | | by the unanimous consent of all the stock- 
‘uted by all the stockholders | bulders, depesited in my office that 









ch said censent and the record) CURRAN PHARMACEUTICALS, IN the complaint filed in a civil have hereto set my hand and af- 
ceedings aforesaid are new on file | *, p cosnare toe of ry a, whose principe! * n which the Newark Federal Savings fixed my official seal. at Trenton. 
office as provided by law. s situated © 6 Ma Stree . 1 Association, A Savings and Loan ; this Sixteenth day of May 
IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, y) % Bo rough ot Met nk thar nm, & gpd ol M v t | Association organized and existing under | (Seal) A.D... one thousand nine hundr 
tate New Jer oger Cu s the sum of | the laws of the United States of America and sixty 








bave hereto set my hand and af- | insite. “aad Mlctches © EDWARD J. PATTEN. 





3 = ¢ 
| bein the agent Prey ond in charse thereof. twenty-two ams and Rer- 







































































: Pe fixed my official eeal, at Trento i 
No. # a Tooth day of May ries apon whom process may be served). has ($5.129.17). | 1 Wi ams, his wife, First Management Secretaru of State. en 4 
the 4 ” nied anal complf@d with the requirements of Title 14 ts of this rale Corporation, a corporation of New York LJ May, 26. June 2. 9 $21.69 
; uousand nine Bundred «nd! Corporations. General. of Revised Statutes 1. May 16. 1960 Deles & Bweklie: Sachs Cae corpora. 
sixty. " of New Jersey. preliminary to the issuing _< i SP tine ae! Se Sein. ak — 
EDWARD J. PATTEN : I G. DUFFY, Sheriff m of New Jersey, County of Essex and 
we - IN, of this Certificate of Dissolution. - : nd 8 KT. b Sutke Descenias ae aileneante douse | SSEX COUNTY COURT 
$14.52 _ Secretary of State. NOW, THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of Be Fe ea eee Re De eee oe Gee aan Mets totes’ Ome cise ESSEX COUNTY COUR 
Set Li—May 19, 26, June 2 $21.60 | State of the Btate of New Jersey. Do Hereby | | 2, 9. 16 $39.69 Di ee sag Ph Mee sion Seas WO ee LAW DIVISION 
Certify that the said corporation did, on the ee soe vision, wi tin SS days after June 16, ex- Civil Action 
serif! Ty wentieth day of May, 1960, file in my HERIFI : c such date. If yon fail to do £0 NOTIC | 
Dated: April 26, 1960 a duly executed and attested consent Pea none : ae we j by default may be rendered against | In the Matter of the 4 pplication } 
ei4 OF JACOB SOSOCHIN, deceased. ee fa geet rhe to the dissolution of mai cor-| _, - Be ye ( pe J ~ 113 ace | XO » relief demanded in the complaint. | of AARON DAVID BERNSTEIN, ) 
w the order of DAVID 4.| poration, executed by all the stockholders | ° jibe ee ) t ) I Ol \ I JERSEY Y ile your answer and proof of ser- for change of name to ° ) 
ed ¥ , Surrogate of the County of Kesex,| thereof. which said consent and the record BANCERY DIVISION, BSS ieee NEY | vi cate with the Clerk of the Sup- | AARON DAVID GRAFF. 
ere say Made on the application of the under-| of the proceedings aforesaid are now on file DOCKET NO. I 422-59. B f Joseph | erior Con et State House, Trenton, New TAKE NOTICE that the undersigned 
"9 8 7 Executor of eaid deceased, | in my said office as provided by law. M. Rosamilla and l his ; accordance with the rules of civi! | apply to the Essex County Court 
sataiag hereby given to the creditors of IN TESTIMONY WHEREOPF, 1| wif ‘ Mae actice and procedure. = 23rd day of June, 1960, at 10 o'el 
ag to exhibit to the subscriber, have hereto set my hand and af- | [1:7zi, : ye “Cue The action has been instituted for the|the forenoon at the Court House 
affirmation, their claime and | fixed my official seal. at Trenton. | ti: fortgage purpose of (1) foreclosing a mortgage dated| (City of Newark, New Jersey, for 
ust the estate of said deceasea | this Twentieth day of fay By \ it - stated writ of | August 14, 1956 made by Fletcher Williams | ment authorizing him to assume the name 
yoths from this date, or they | ‘Seal) A.D., one thousand nine bundres | Execution. to me te I shall expose for | and Bernice W ams, his wife, as mort-| of AARON DAVID GRAFF 
. barred from prosecuting oz | and sixty a Sale by Public \ n Room K-16, at] gagors, payable to the Newark Federal Sav- AARON DAVID BERNSTEIN 
“orering the same against the subscriber. | EDWARD J. PATTEN. the Court Hous Newurk, on Tuesday, the} ings and C Association, a Savings and] Attorney of the Applicant 
$8 _ _ DAVID L. SSOHWAKTZ Secretary of — or eg | 2oth day of Ju ‘ t 1:30 P.M. (pre-] Loan Association organized and existing] IRWIN S. MARKOWITZ 
a “ID L. SCHWARTZ, Attorney L.J.—May 26, June 2, $21.60 | vailing time), all that certain tract or parcel} under the laws of the United States of | 197 Cedar Lane 
P of land and pren America, recorded in Book 3415 page 474 in| Teaneck, New Jersey 
2, N. J. STATE OF NEW puaeey described, situate ying Essex County, and (2) to recover possession | 1, J.—May 26, June 2, 9, 16 $16.38 
sed ¥- -+—May 5, 12, 19, 26. June 2 DEPARTMENT OF STA City of Newark. | Co of, and concerns, premises commonly known : 
on oe CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION BEG INNING. ‘ as #214 No. Maple Avenue, East Orange. 
: To all to whom these presents may come. | of 1 New Jersey. ‘ TAKE NOTICE that the undersigned will 
7 : NOTICE Greeting: You, First Management Corporation, | apply to the Essex County Court on June 16 
‘HUM lL MAY CONCERN: WHERBAS. It appears to my satisfaction. corporation of New York, are made defen-|1960 at 10:00 o'clock in the forenoon at 





sce is hereby given that I shall apply | by duly authenticated record of the proceed- dant because you are the assignee of aj|the Court Honse, High Street and Springfield 





= te Essex County Court, at the Court| ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof Surveyors, Aug mortgage made by Fletcher Williams and|Ave., Newark, New Jersey for a judgment 
inn ad at Newark, New Jersey on the 23rd | by the unanimous consent of all the stock- nning (1) . ternice Williams, his wife, to Lawrence| authorizing him_to assume the name of 
“ June, 1960, for an Order to authorize | holders. deposited in my office that grees 46 minutes | Semel, dated Angust 14, 1956 and recorded | Jerome Morris Warner 








South 28 degrees | August 20, 1956 in Book 3416 page 125, JEROME MORRIS WARSCHAWSKY 
4 which mortgage was assigned on Septem-| MILTON C. YARROW 
ber 14, 1957 to you by assignment dated | Attorney for Applicant 


ItlA ANN CORTESE to assume other CHARBERT, INC. ; 
t PATRICIA ANN INSABELLA. ' 8 corporation of this State, whose principal 
Cla ANN CORTESE fice is situated at No. 136 Washington 














































































































Sanford Avenue Street, in the City of Paterson, County of Srateme 957 0 rs .| 744 Broad St.. 
_, Newark, New Jersey Passaic, State of New Jersey (Maurice Bern “ f| her 27. 1 ay —— 02 pe “a Newark. New Jersey 
INSABELLA, Attorney ein the agent therein and in charge . Assignments of Mortgage i L.J.—May 19. 26. Inne 2. 9 $9.45 
vad Street on whom process may be served) Wasa er “ay 
2, New Jersey be th req ccanerita of Witla Dated: May 19, 1960 
€ ith the requirements of itl » ~ > 3COTT 
; May 12, 1960 ns, General, of Revised Stat é wie tk, Shate ok tee ation Coe ESSEX COUNTY COURT 
geces” ~i—May 26 June 2, 9, 16 $11.34 | utes of aw po preliminary to the issu- ‘.3.—titew 26 Ju > 9 16 : $42.84 LAW DIVISION 
as ing of this Certificate of Dissolution. the Judgment fre come ee ere ee 7 CIVIL ACTION 
} Now. THEREFORE, I. the Secretary of . ‘ NOTICE OF HEARING 
ive = hh ARTaEee OF ERLE State ef the State of New Jersey. Do Hereby e y-I 1 STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
deces! EXTIFICATE OF 10N Certify that the said corperation did. on the w5.14 DEPARTMENT OF STATE IN THE MATTER OF THE APPLICATION 
or OR ai to wha a oe ae Nineteenth day of May, 1960, file in my CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION OF NUNZIO EDWARD CASAMASSINA 
ating © iteeting- -°™ these presente may cume.| orice 9 duly executed and attested consent N. 4 fay 23, 1960 To all to whom these presenta may come. | sometimes called NELSON E 
beer THERE it appears to m tisfacti n writing to the dissolution of said cor- ; VEIL G. DUFFY, Sheriff Greeting: CASAMASSINA, and MARIANNA 
nticated’ cocond: Gf te sctih ea. | Doration. executed by all the stockholders | Ju! slanga. Att WHEREAS, It appears te my satisfaction. | CASAMASSINA, his wife, individually 
r the voluntary Aiexota thors thereof thereof. which said comsent and the record | I... in 9, 16. 2 $30.24 | hy duly authenticated record of the preceed- | and as natura! guardians of : ; 
Unanimous consent of all the stock- of the proceedings aforesaid are now on file Diner = inge for the voluntary dissolution thereof | MICHAEL CASAMASSINA, LINDA ANN 
leposited in my office that }'n ms — Tee wae. . Jated: May 12, 1960 ~~ the — re ae all the stock- | CASAMASSINA and SUSAN THERESA 
Sk4 am RE WrEVED eam | >) Vated - ) tag SIN inf lor 
a PSEARCH ELECTRONICS & have hereto set my band and’ af-| ESTATE OF REGINA F. HEIN, deceased. Odors. dey RALDWIN OORP. to assume the rams of srl ca 
mR P MES C gets fixed my official seal. at Trenton Pu irsuant to ord r of DAVID 4.1/4 corporation of this State. whose principal "LSON EDWARD CASS, MARIANNA 
i= this Ninete¢ day May — NER, Surrogate of e County of Essex, | oftice ix situated at No. 921 Bergen Avenue.| CASS MICHAEL CASS. LINDA ANN 
mai * < (Seal) AD.. one eel nine hundr his day made on the af pplication of the! in the City of Jersey City, County of Hudson. | CASS and SUSAN THERESA CASS 
. | bw Ma J. PATTEN undersigt a Exe i ap renga State of New Jersey (Harold Meltzer ees . SEERA 4 
’ fl NN. notice is herehy n to the ¢ itors 0 yeing aver ore] ne *harge | du s . 
© aceul therein aud iu charge thereof. | Secretary of State. said decvased. to ¢ t to the subscribers, pose Ph a 2 oh TAKE NOTICE that the undersigned will 
Flom rocess may be served). has | ; May 26. J xa $91.60 “lai reof. npon whom process may be served). | apply to the Essex ( ity Court the 
ith the : —sMay June «, ee claims and} has eomplied with the requirementa of Title | 20P% [0 fue “an ak & pass ‘ 
the requirements uf Title 14 | aid deceased | 14 : : : | 9th day of June, 1960, at ten o'clock in the 
a ieneral. of Bevised Statutes | ioe. oe ee 4 Corporations, General. of Revised Statutes | forenoon, at the Court House in the City of 
R preliminary to the issuing} Dated: May 10, 1960 miabcekiaeds on of New Jersey. preliminary to the issuing | New Jersey, for a judgment author- 
ute of Dissclotics. ESBATE OF GERTRUDE M. JONES, i ageticer, be of this Certificate of Dissolution. i them to assume the names of 8 
“FORE. I, the Secretary of | dé<" i - - = ANTZ ee ‘| NOW THEREFORE. I. the Secretary of | Edward Cass. Marianna Cass, Michael ” Cass 
gy 4 mite ate of New Jersey. Do Hereby E order of ean K & ESSEX State of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby | Linda Ann Cass and Susan Theresa Cass. 
Oe aes \'d ‘corporation d +. Oe Conney of Set Rewer OF NEWARK | Certify that the sata corporation did. on the RNR 
ao nO sc ie : ; | ae STANLEY L. GED} “JR., Attorney ixteenth day of May. 1960. file in my EDWARD CASAMASSINA, 
“got o i ited and attested msent | Executors of said deceased, = Main eehaae J office a duly executed and attested consent lividually and as natural guardian of 
{. jae the dissolution of said cor- |! ereby _to the creditors of Raat: Otanas NJ in writing toe the disselution of said cer- Mie HAEL CASAMASSINA, 
} & —, by all the stockholders | dl . we — ee yay 19, 26. Jane 2) 9, 16 | Poration, executed by all the stockholders | LINDA ANN CASAMASSINA and 
Poy : consent and the record De 1 eit claims and | thereof. which said consent and the record STSAN THERESA CASAMAS®INA, 
ay - a grees ~ pod on file | the estate of said deceased | —_—_——————— ] of the proceedings aforesaid are now on file | 
ps tS i fice ided I nths from this date, or they} Take NOTIC E that Allan Haroot- | '0 my said office as provided by law. MARIANNA CASAMASSINA., 
- aa TESTIMONY WHEREOF, v be forever barred from prosecuting or! unian (b ; Grace Ha- IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF. 1! individnally and as natural guardian of 
x "red mr oficial = —— rent | recovering he somes sseinet the subscribers. | rt on County have hereto set my hand and af- MICHAEL CASAMASSINA. 
en ; a ee THE HOWARD SAVINGS INSTITUTION |‘ ‘House, Elizabeth, New fixed my official ceal. at Trenton LINDA ANN CASAMASSINA and 
pro “4 ne t ahs ; ta} = y. . 1960, at 10:00 a.m., to} this Sixteenth day of May SUSAN THERESA CASAMASSINA 
i sixty bousand mine bundred LYNCH & MALONEY assume the surname GLIDDEN | (Seal) A.D., one thousand nine bundred 
EDW - ¥' SANFORD SILVERMAN, Atty and sixty Mari Cundari & Soriano, Esqs 
Se RD J. PATTEN. reet |24 Commerce Street EDWARD J. PATTEN. | 166 Rloomfield Ave., 
ris of State. : 2. 7 2 Newark 2. New Jersey Secretary of State. Newark. N. J 
- 3, i $2 19, 26, June 2, 9, 16 LJ May 19, 26, June 2. 9 $7.56 | L.J.—May 26. June 2. 9 $21.60' LJ May 12. 19. 26. June 2 $31.50 
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LAWYERS ECONOMIC FACT SHEET’ 


A. MEDIAN AVERAGE NET INCOME FOR LAWYERS—1954' 
New Jersey $8,542 
All US. 7,833 
General Price Deflator 1954 to 1958 - 107.7 
(Index Figure - 1954-100) 
B. MEMBER OF FIRM - INCOME - 1954 (U.S.)—Nonsalaried 


No. of Median Average 

Members Income Per 

of Firm Member 

1 $ 5,485 

3 12,407 

5-8 20,571 

9 or more 27,159 

C. LAWYERS’ PEAK EARNING YEARS - Ages 45-64 
(Averages - 1954) 

D. BREAKDOWN OF COST OF PRACTICE OF LAWYERS (US.) 
MEAN AVERAGE - 1954 PERCENTAGES 
Gross Income $16,719 100.0 

Payroll $2,786 16.7 
Rent 941 5.6 38.7 
Other Costs 2,734 16.4 
Net Income $10,258 61.4 
E. AVERAGE ESTIMATED FEE HOURS - 1,300 
F. EMPLOYEES’ SELECTED EARNINGS CHANGES - Weekly 
Average Figures - All Office Workers - Philadelphia 
November 1955 November 1958 
Hours Earnings Hours Earnings | 
Secretary 38.0 $70.50 38.0 $81.50 
Stenographer, Technical 38.5 66.50 37.5 70.50 
Switchboard-Receptionist 38.0 52.50 38.0 61.00 
Typist (Class A) 38.0 54.00 38.5 65.50 


1 Source: National Income Division, Office of Business Economics, 


U.S. Department of Commerce. 


2 Source: “The 1958 Lawyers and His 1938 Dollar’, Special Com- 
mittee on Economics of Law Practice for the American Bar| 
Association. 


3 Source: Bureau of Labor Statistics (US.). 


Prepared by Daniel J. Cantor, Philadelphia management consultant | 
at forum on Economics of the | 


and used in address by Mr. Cantor 


Practice of Law conducted at State Bar Meeting in Atlantic City | 
on May 20. 














N : The Approved, Compact All-State 


UNICORP 


Self-Contained 
COMPLETE | BOOK CORPORATE OUTFIT 






including 
FOLD-AWAY 
SEAL* 
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hip 
 Croftsmans 
Quality CO ne Book 


I 
@ Fines Sections~ 

















Reduces 





3 DIFFERENT 
OUTFITS 
STARTING AT 


$15.00 








* Optional 
Gold Lettering $1.00 
Printed Minutes $1.00 


New and already in demand, the Unicorp completely integrated 
Cerporate Outfit Library solves the time and space problem in many 
offices. 


Becouse of its compact format, All-State’s Unicorp fills all corporate 
fequirements with 60% less bulk—and is produced with the same high 
printing and engraving specifications as the standard corporate outfit. 


Write or phone for all necessary data. 


Shipped prepaid within 5 hours. (On Orders Received by Noon) 


MArket 4-5577 
ALL-STATE orrice suppty co. 


502 HIGH STREET ©@ NEWARK 2, N. J. 


Assignment Order | 





SUPREME cou RT OF NEW 
JERSEY 


ORDERED that in addition to 
| his regular assignment, Judge 
David A. Nimmo is temporarily 
assigned to the Superior Court, 
Chancery Division, to hear mat- 
rimonial causes arising in Bergen 
|County sitting at Jersey City. 
| /s/ Joseph Weintraub, 
C. J. | 


Four More “It's The 
| Law™ Columns 
Released 


| 
| 





| The New Se rsey State Bar As- | 
} sociation has issued four more 
;releases for the “It’s The Law” Fe 
|column provided by the associa- 
|} tion for newspapers and house | 7 
| organs. The new columns cover | 
the subjects of rewards, | 
| ment of liability claims, enforce- | 
|}ment of small collection claims, | 
}and slander and libel. 


Yale Law Alumni | 
Officers Elected 


Stuart A. Young was elected 
President of the Yale Law School 


| Association of New Jersey at the 
| Association’s annual dinner at 
the Nassau Tavern, Princeton. 


| Also elected were Doane Twom- 


bly and Lawrence L. Lasser, as 
| Vice Presidents, and Kenneth H 
Fast, as Treasurer. William T. 
Osborne, was re-elected Secret- 
ary. 

| es 


haeienenet 





James F. Henneberry, Jr. and 
| John C. Giordano, Jr. have dis- 
| continued the practice of law 
|under the _partnership name of 
|Henneberry & Giordano. Both| 
|Mr. Henneberry and Mr. Gior- | 
dano will continue to maintain | 
their separate offices at 6 West | 
End Court, West End. 
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CLASSIFIED ADVERTISING 
ASSOCIATION WANTED FOR RENT 


GENERAL 


ociation 








WITH HEAVY 
hip or ass 


x 345 


YOU NG ATTY 
desir 18 OC omme -rce Ct 
Mi ddlseex Co. B $75. MArket 2-4188 


EMPLOYMENT OPPORTUNITY 


ATTORNEY; EXCELLENT OPPORTUNITY 
for advancement. Minimum 5 years general 
and trial experience. Give detailed resume 

Peo salary requirement. Box 292. 


EXCEPTIONAL OPPORTUNITY IN OCEAN 





FOR RENT 
Suite 1309 
0783. 


ROOM IN 
60 Park Pl., 


LAW 


Newark OPPic 


May 








PRIVATE OFFICE AND SPACE Po 
retary, air conditioned. 10 Commer 
Suite 313. Mitchell 3-7111 




















County Law Firm, preferably for an ad- Se oF — FOR ATTORY: 
mitted Attorney; write as to experience, abil- available for incl - 
ity and education. Box 301. stenographer and | use 

| ence room. Please t 
LAWYER QU — TO HANDLE GERI AS SaaS — es 
real estate, corporati briefing and trial] WANTED—ASSOCIATE FOR Add 

aiding Newar' k ie ; age ablished law office at Journal Sq 
f; m - 





sey City gon 


and salary 





TED MALE 






























































The Monmouth ‘Bar Associa- 


























the County. 
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PRIVATE OFFICE iN LAWYER'S gmp, 
Bldg. Air conditions 


~ as 
BR sp. 


Ce Coe 
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HELP WAN ATTORNEY TO $_$__—_—___—— 
issist in Commercial Department of New- | BEAUTIFULLY FURNISHED PRIt 
k ‘ Stat r referen off uJ smaller office or desk 
Box 341 
HELP WANTED MALI NEWARK ATTOR tl 
has ng for recently admitted 
tt pane a aa P ys {n 
am Wr ind « 1 WI 
B $2 
7 js 
XCEPTION AT OPPORTUNITY [Nv NEW- lies 
n wioiafl ' v i iwyer gradua ” at = 
a 7 nun cticg, | TOWER SUITE, COMP! ITO 
re . tive offices with st aer 
x t n Box 44 het a ; . ain 5 
icemaeeoes nee a mn sub-lease from firt in | 
LAW CLERK OR YOUNG ATTORNEY Apes 
a in dowr Ww 
wanted ra ve ma ff Sagas aay ° 4s 
Pert Bas t Ww aol , f ¢ t r B ord: 
Sevan he wy iG, whe 
LAW CLERK, OCEAN COUNTY, DIVERSI-| P x e rk Mg ICE IN LAWY s 
| fled. One man office, excellent opportunity. e 2 Treoms. 24 { trac 
Box 329 MAr ket 2 ‘G864 ' 
coe ee at Ss tion 
LEGAL STENO NEW BRUNSWICK PROFESSION AT FFI whe 
| Mu well experienced for small office > Stat Ave sill 
Saaiey. coer.) Borsess N.J. 4 larg ais 
tra it tern 
EMPLOYMENT WANTED " 
OFFIC! IMMEDIATELY * 
BERGEN COUNTY TRIAL ATTORNEY approximat son l the 
with office adjacent Court House will handle | Street, Newark, N. J. ©a 
referred pre-trial and trial work in Bergen L 
County Courts on a per diem or case basis. 3s x eS 
Reply Box 324 INFORMATION WANTED 
ar : von NE ee ist tt fORTGAGE, ANY ATTORNEY WHO Has 
ence— oe sires m in North Jersey area or has apy knowles * 
Box 339 iw the Late W a 
aie Sate — a oe ee 1a resid res ’ 
AMBITIOUS ATTORNEY YEARS EX = ‘ 
perien seeks ass iat n berg aw s 
Box 340 a 
EXECUTIVE SEORETARY: MANY YEARS SERVICES FOR LAWYERS 
\. B.-Rutgers. Prefer legs 
“ek mint Asko HU 5-2 ms CITATIONS of cases in nahn urnished 
Thursday ter 6 P.M Sunday $15 per point: emergency or excerptiy 
: " services extra 
Sam Weirs ~ 
749 Scotland lui Hi 
Monmouth Bar Golf } Orange. N.J 
| ORange 6-0122 
Outing June 9 a 
_ GENEALOGY: HEIRS AND ABSEN d 








fendants located: affidavit , 
tion will hold its annual golf | plied. Low fees. Excellent referene: e 
| outing on Thursday, June 9, 1960, | ville ONS re Pim ane fild 
at the Spring Lake Golf and 2 ntl 
{Country Club, Warren Avenue, ging Pee R 
|Spring Lake Heights, N. J. wea Row, New York 38 v 
Lunch will be at 12:00 Noon, | —— —_—__—_—— id 
golf at 1:00 P.M. and the dinner | ee ee ee ctoae | Li 
}meeting at 7:30 P.M. trated. Hanna F. Sulner. 31 ie 
The Members of the Middle- | 2°°**" Heights 72. N.¥-C M 
sex County Bar Association and | TITLE SEARCHER AVAILABLE TO Mak L 
the Ocean County Bar Associa- | sonar ea dete inser, Mor ree * Mis 
tion have been invited to attend. | Fg yr 435 West Sth Are., Bose. ct 
* | Bergen Bar Golf Outing ITALIAN LAW - tas ee 4 
tin 1 0 Broad Street, Ne 
June 28 — so Arie 8-70 ir 060 Br ee “ ; 
The annual golf tournament | WwW ANTED ‘TO PU RCHASE 33 
and outing of the Bergen County | 7 ugenestn IN mn 
Bar Association will be held on| cae amaeaaes: at 
Tuesday, June 28, at the Hacken- | o 0a wtortwase 
sack Golf Club in Oradell. The] .J. Tel-ph M 2 4 
day has been declared a half day | airs E = 
court holiday for all courts in| desk. cha t r 
| hdit TeoX th 





The schedule is: 
Golf from 10 A.M. on 
Luncheon—11:30 A.M. 
2 PM. 
Dinner—7:00 P.M. 
Reservations are to be made| 


CREDIT REPORTS: 


NEW JERSEY BUREAUS 


WILLIAM C. FAY, Genera! Manager 
MAIL: Box 643, Newark 1, N. J. 
PHONE: MUrdock 8-5444 
WIRE: Union, N. J. 


to 





| Main St., Hackensack. 














Preferred By Lawyers Over 30 Years 
For Our Unique Personal Service 


Lawyers -Clinton 
TITLE INSURANCE COMPANY 


OF NEW JERSEY 
Organized by N.J. Lawyers « Operated for N.J. Lawyers 


Title Insurance Agencies In 
FREEHOLD @® MorristowN @ New BRUNSWICK 
PATERSON @ ‘Toms RIVER @ TRENTON 


15 MARKET ST. NEWARK, N. J. Mitcheit 2-7876 
BERGEN COUNTY OFFICE: 65 HUDSON ST., HACKENSACK 























